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CASTLE PINCKNEY, SILENT SENTINEL OF 
CHARLESTON HARBOR 


By Rocers W. YOuNG 
Branch of Historic Sites and Buildings, National Park Service 


Long a witness of the stirring and colorful events which have 
transpired in Charleston Harbor, the area now known as Castle 
Pinckney National Monument has ever enacted the réle of spec- 
tator and bystander at such scenes, or, at best, been a passive 
participant. Sole occupant of little Shute’s Folly in the harbor, 
the history of the Castle Pinckney area is closely identified with 
the story of the island, which is readily traceable through portions 
of three centuries. Since late in the eighteenth century, with the 
establishment on the island of the first of the two fortifications 
which were to bear the name of Pinckney, the history of the island 
and of the area has been inseparable. 

Opposite the southern extremity of the city of Charleston, in 
the harbor, lies a small sandy marsh island known since colonial 
times as Shute’s Folly. Originally little more than a sandbank 


1 The spelling of the proper name “Shute,” from which the island derives its 
name, varies in different accounts, but in the possessive form, ‘“‘Shute’s”’ is 
apparently more commonly accepted. However, the compilation, Charleston, 
S. C. The Centennial of Incorporation. 1883, Charleston, 1884, p. 162, uses the 
form ‘‘Schultes’ ’’ while Thomas Petigru Lesesne in his Landmarks of Charles- 
ton, Richmond, Va., 1932, p. 37, spells the word “‘Schulze’s”’ in the possessive 
form. Since Joseph Shute, from whom the island derives its name, spelled 
the word as given, the spelling in the two works cited is incorrect. 
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and shoal at the mouth of the Cooper River, the island is approxi- 
mately a mile slightly northeast of the East Battery. Around its 
seaward point swirl the “meeting waters of Rebellion Roads.’ 

Information on the island’s early history is quite meager. On 
August 5, 1711, the island was granted to Colonial Alexander 
Parris, and was then described as containing two hundred and 
twenty-four acres at low tide. Following its ownership for a 
number of years by the Parris family, it was sold to Joseph Shute 
on May 28, 1746, from whom part of its present name was derived. 
The use of the word “folly” in describing the Carolina sea islands 
appears to have commenced in colonial times. An old English 
word, “folly” was originally defined as a “clump of fir trees on a 
hill,” or “an object in thick woods.” Gradually it was applied to 
any thicket or densely wooded spot, and the buccaneers who in- 
fested the coasts, and the coastal inhabitants became accustomed 
to speak of the Carolina sea islands as “‘follies.”” Following such 
a definition, it would appear that Shute’s Folly, despite its 
sandy and marshy character, was then overgrown with native 
coastal trees, shrubs and plants.’ 

Following the Revolution, in which Shute’s Folly had played a 
part little worthy of note, more than a decade was to elapse before 
the small marsh island assumed its first real importance, with its 
selection as the site of one of the new fortifications in the seacoast 
defense system then being developed. Spurred by Washington’s 
warning of December 3, 1793, regarding the dangers of a defense- 
less Atlantic coast, Congress passed an act, approved March 20, 
1794, providing for the early establishment of a system of fortifica- 


2See Katherine Drayton Simons, Stories of Charleston Harbor, Columbia, 
S. C., 1930, p. 63; United States Military Reservations, National Cemeteries, and 
Military Parks—Washington, 1916, pp. 375-376; Q. A. Gillmore, Engineer 
Operations Against the Defenses of Charleston Harbor in 1863—N. Y., 1865, p. 
9, and “Plate I: Preliminary Chart of Charleston Harbor and its Approaches, 
From a Trigonometrical Survey under the direction of A. D. Bache, Superin- 
tendent of the Survey of the Coast of the United States—1858,”’ facing p. 354 
in ibid. 


3 See Proprietory Grants, vol. 39, p. 110, and M. C. O. Charleston. Bk. C. C. 
p. 437, cited in Henry A. M. Smith, ‘Hog Island and Shute’s Folly, “The 
South Carolina Historical and Genealogical Magazine, XIX, No. 2, p. 91, foot- 
notes 12 and 14. cf., Mabel L. Webber, ‘‘Colonel Alexander Parris, and Parris 
Island,” ibid., XX VI, No. 3, p. 140; also Simons, of. cit., pp. 63-65. 
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tions, at certain ports and harbors, from Maine to Georgia.‘ 
Charleston was one of the key harbors to be fortified under this 
act. To this city, in April, 1794, Secretary of War Henry Knox 
dispatched P. H. Perrault, a civilian engineer temporarily attached 
to the War Department. Perrault was instructed to select the 
sites for the new harbor fortifications, acting under the direction of 
Governor Moultrie, and to plan and supervise the erection of these 
fortifications in the shortest period practicable. Due to the fact 
that the comparatively low amount of some $11,000 had been set 
as the estimated cost of the projected harbor works, Secretary 
Knox suggested that their construction be of earth and timber.5 

This small amount, which soon became available for the Charles- 
ton works, proved so entirely inadequate that actual erection of 
the new works was to be postponed nearly three years. Perrault 
had arrived in Charleston early in May, 1794, and immediately 
a disagreement arose with Governor Moultrie over the selection 
of the fortification sites. However, by mid-June the Engineer 
notified Secretary Knox that four “places designed to be fortified,” 
including a site at ‘“‘Shute’s folly,” had been “appointed” by the 
Governor; selections with which Perrault apparently reluctantly 
concurred.6 At this time the Engineer also sta:ed that the pro- 
posed forts and batteries were to be constructed of timber and 
earth.’ Estimates based on hastily prepared plans for these pro- 
posed earth and timber works were soon found to exceed the avail- 
able funds, and none of the new fortifications was “‘attempted” 
during 1794.8 Due to the poor additional amounts made available 


4 James D. Richardson, (compiler) A Compilation of the Messages and Papers 
of the Presidents, 1789-1897, Washington, 1896, I, p. 104; “‘An act to provide 
for the defence of certain ports and harbors in the United States,’’ March 20, 
1794, Laws of the United States of America—Philadelphia, 1815, II, p. 381. 

5 Secretary of War Henry Knox to P. H. Perrault, April 11, 1794, in Ameri- 
can State Papers, Military Affairs, I, pp. 101-102. This series henceforth 
to be cited as Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., with pertinent volume. 

6 P. H. Perrault, Charleston, S. C., to Secretary Knox, May 4, 1794; Per- 
rault to Knox, May 31, 1794; Perrault to Knox, June 16, 1794, in Am. St. 
Pa., Mil. Aff., I, pp. 102-103. 

7 Perrault to Knox, June 16, 1794, in Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., I, pp. 103-104. 

8 Secretary of War Thomas Pickering, “State of Fortifications of the United 
States, War Office, January 16th, 1795,” in Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., I, pp. 
110-111. 
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for this work at Charleston in the next three years, little further 
was done on the four sites during this period.°® 

Repercussions from chaotic existing European conditions, with 
which the United States involuntarily became involved, suddenly 
caused aggressive steps to be taken toward the completion of the 
proposed fortifications at Charleston. Embroiled in a bitter 
commercial warfare upon the sea, both France and England had 
for several years prior to 1797 disregarded Washington’s neutrality 
proclamation of 1793, repeatedly committing acts of aggression 
and spoliation upon American commerce and nationals. The 
French revolutionists were doubly resentful of the United States 
due to its failure to give them open support, and on the score that 
they considered Jay’s Treaty of 1794 with England to be dis- 
criminatory against France. 

At the height of this feeling, Washington recalled the popular 
American minister to France, James Monroe; sending in his place, 
Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, an eminent South Carolinian, who 
landed in France early in the fall of 1796. Pinckney, of a dis- 
tinguished line of Southern aristocrats, and a delegate to the Con- 
stitutional Convention from South Carolina, had long been prom- 
inent in the public affairs of that state and was held in high regard 
and esteem in Charleston. The disquieting news that the French 
Directory had refused to treat with Pinckney soon reached the 
United States, causing the newly inaugurated Adams to send a 
commission, of which Pinckney was to be a member and including 
John Marshall and Elbridge Gerry, to Paris for the purpose of 
renewing negotiations. From October, 1797 until March, 1798, 
the commission waited in vain to be received formally by the 
Directory. Instead, the Americans were visited by mysterious 
emissaries, who suggested that the United States should pay 
a rather large sum to members of the French Directory, in 
order that peaceful negotiations with the French Government 
might be opened. The American commission refused these im- 
portunities, and its relations with the secret French agents ended 
abruptly. For months feeling had been growing in the United 
States against France, and in the spring of 1798 when Adams laid 


9 Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., I, pp. 153, 195; see also the compilation, Charles- 
ton, S. C. The Centennial of Incorporation. 1883, Charleston, 1884, p. 162. 
Latter work henceforth to be cited as Charleston Centennial. 
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the report of the commissioners, in which the names of the French 
agents were replaced by the letters X, Y and Z, before Congress, 
the intense excitement produced spread throughout the country, 
which began preparations for war with France.!° 

Exposed to the French West Indies, and with her harbor de- 
fenseless against attacks from that quarter, Charleston for some 
months past had been increasingly disturbed by the possibility 
of war with France. So concerned were the citizens of Charleston 
over the implications of the French affront to Pinckney that they 
could no longer wait for the Federal Government to commence the 
new harbor works, the construction of which it had so long delayed. 
Late in 1797 a “meeting was held in St. Michael’s Church and 
funds were subscribed for fortifications.”"! This was an interesting 
revulsion of feeling for a city which only a few years previously 
had overwhelmed the French emissary, Genet, with warm and 
sympathetic hospitality upon his landing at Charleston. Together 
with the small appropriation allotted from Washington that year, 
these funds were applied immediately and during 1798, toward the 
strengthening and erection of several batteries in the harbor.” 

The most important of the works then erected was placed on the 
southeast tip of Shute’s Folly, and named Fort or Castle Pinckney, 
in honor of Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, the American storm 
center of the unhappy “‘X. Y. Z. Affair.” Referred to in govern- 
ment records as “Fort Pinckney,” this structure was apparently a 
small earth and timber battery constructed on a foundation of 
wooden piling. Hurriedly erected in the emergency confronting 
Charleston, Fort Pinckney was built in pallisaded style, and in 
none too stable a manner, its foundation being especially weak.” 


10 An accurate and able discussion of the unhappy “‘X.Y.Z. Affair’ and of 
the events preceding and following it, is given by Edward Channing in A His- 
tory of the United States, N. Y., 1920, IV, Chapter V, pp. 116-147, Chapter 
VII, pp. 176-209. 

11 Mrs. St. Julien Ravenel, Charleston, the Place and the People, N. Y., 1927, 
pp. 373-374. 

12 Ibid. cf., Simons, op. cit., p. 65; and Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., I, pp. 153, 
195. 

13 This structure is referred to as “Fort Pinckney,” in the Am. St. Pa., Mil. 
Aff., I, pp. 192, 195, 219, 224, and 237; see also Simons, of. cit., p. 65; Charles- 
ton Centennial, p. 162, and Ravenel, op. cit., pp. 373-374, which refer to this 
structure as “Castle Pinckney.” 
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Erected on the privately owned land of the Shute family, and in 
such a temporary manner, Fort Pinckney was destined for a brief 
existence. During the years immediately following 1799 but very 
little money was expended on the Charlesten fortifications and 
nothing further was done to strengthen and enlarge Fort Pinckney. 
After 1800 there is no record of funds being expended at Fort 
Pinckney, or of a military garrison occupying this post. It was 
quite fortunate that no garrison occupied Fort Pinckney early in 
September, 1804. During the early morning of September 8, a 
violent gale struck the coasts of South Carolina and Georgia, 
continuing its fury until the next day. Fort Pinckney was under- 
mined, many of its foundation timbers giving way, and, as later 
stated in a government report, the whole work was left ‘‘almost in 
ruins.’’!® 

Failure of the State of South Carolina to acquire, designate and 
cede the site of Fort Pinckney to the United States, as required 
by the fortification act approved March 20, 1794, coupled with 
the delays of the War Department, postponed for several years 
the rebuilding of the fortification on Shute’s Folly."® On December 
19, 1805, however, the State of South Carolina, by legislative act, 
conveyed to the United States full title to “an area of about 3.50 
acres,’ which was “situated on Shutes Folly Island” at the site of 
Fort Pinckney.” Secretary of War Henry Dearborn reported in 
February, 1806, that should the cession of the Fort Pinckney site, 
together with the others in Charleston Harbor “meet the appro- 
bation of Congress, improvements on the fortifications—ought, 
without delay, to be commenced.’!® Nothing further was done 
that year, however, toward the rebuilding of Fort Pinckney. 

4 Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., I, pp. 153, 158, 175, 184, and 195. 

18 Vivid vontemporary descriptions of the effects of this severe gale can be 
found in the Charleston City Gazette, (Charleston, S. C.), September 19, 1804, 
and the Columbian Museum and Savannah Advertiser, (Savannah, Ga.), Sep- 
tember 15, 1804, cited in Ralston B. Lattimore’s Biography of a Blockhouse, 
(bound typewritten mss., Fort Pulaski National Monument, Savannah, Ga., 
files), 1935, pp. 69-72; cf., Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., I, pp. 195, 224; Simons, op. 
cit., p. 65; Charleston Centennial, p. 162. 

16 Under this act, sites for fortifications had to be ceded outright to the 
Federal Government prior to the erection of permanent fortifications. See 
Laws of the United States of America—Philadelphia, 1815, II, p. 381. 

17 Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., Ul, p. 286; cf., United States Military Reservations, 
National Cemeteries and Military Parks—Washington, 1916, pp. 375-376. 

18 Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., I, p. 195. 
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Not until April, 1807, were the first steps made to this end. Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Williams then reported that it was not practicable 
to rebuild the old work, as it “could not be effectually repaired 
without taking it down to the foundation, and sawing off the 
remnants of the heads of piles at low water mark.” In August 
1807, the site of Fort Pinckney was designated by South Carolina as 
an area in Charleston Harbor requiring fortification, and as having 
previously been ceded to the United States for such a purpose.” 
The government engineer and the South Carolina commissioners 
were mainly occupied during the fall reaching a satisfactory agree- 
ment over the final designation of the Charleston fortification 
sites, including that of Fort Pinckney. By December 8, 1807, 
Secretary of War Dearborn, in a report concerning the proposed 
Charleston fortifications, stated that in the ‘few months past—all 
necessary measures of preparation have been pursued for com- 
mencing and completing the contemplated works, on the most 
permanent and durable principles.”” Still another year was to 
elapse, however, before actual work was underway on the Fort 
Pinckney site. Late in 1808 the construction of a new brick fort 
was begun on this site, and on January 6, 1809, Secretary Dearborn 
reported that a “new fort of mason work on the site of old Fort 
Pinckney is commenced, and in a rapid state of progress.” 

Once underway, construction operations on the new work 
progressed throughout the year 1809 “with all possible despatch.” 
Major Alexander Macomb, then one of the most efficient officers in 
the United States Corps of Engineers, and later Chief Engineer, 
had direct supervision over the new work on Shute’s Folly, as well as 
over the construction then underway at Forts Moultrie, Mechanic 
and Johnson, in the same harbor.** Temporarily, the new work 
was given the designation of the old, being called “‘Fort Pinckney.” 
In reporting the progress of the construction on the site, Secretary 
of War Eustis, on December 19, 1809, listed the work as ‘‘Fort 
Pinckney, an enclosed work of masonry for two tiers of guns, 
nearly completed.’ 


19 Charleston Centennial, p. 162. 

20 Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., I, p. 224. 
41 [bid., pp. 219, 224. 

2 Tbid., pp. 236-237. 

% Tbid., pp. 237, 246, 250-251. 

%4 Tbid., p. 246. 
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A diagram, “Plan of Castle Pinckney in the harbor of Charleston, 
S. C. 1810,” as copied from the War Department files for the 
compilation, Charleston, S. C. The Centennial of Incorporation, 
1883, 1884, gives an interesting view of the condition of the work 
in that year.» Apparently the word “Castle” had by that time 
been substituted for ‘‘Fort” in the name of the fortification. The 
diagram shows the floor plan and front elevation of a semi-circular 
brick structure, with eight gun casemates, a powder magazine, and 
a “powder room for filling cartridges,” in the semi-circular front. 
The rear of the structure was enclosed by a straight wall 
or “throat,” containing four soldiers’ rooms and four officers’ 
quarters; this wall being broken midway by the sole entrance or 
sally port. The structure is shown fully completed with the ex- 
ception of the parapet wall of the barbette platform. 

By the next year, 1811, the construction of the parapet wall 
apparently had long been completed, and Secretary Eustis re- 
ported on December 10 of that year, that Castle Pinckney was 
“considered the most important [fortification]” in the harbor 
[of Charleston].” His report described the completed work as 
“an elliptical form, built of brick; has two tiers of guns, and has 
thirty mounted. There is also in the castle a good magazine, which 
will contain two hundred barrels of powder, and quarters for two 
hundred men and officers.’”** Another source states that the 
thirty guns were then mounted “eight in casemates and the 
remainder [22] en barbette.’”?" 

Playing no part in the slight coastal operations of the War of 
1812, Castle Pinckney continued a routine existence for many 
years following its completion. During this period, only in the 
years 1818-1819 does it appear actually to have been garrisoned; 
then sharing with Fort Moultrie a “small guard of artillery, 1st 
and 2d battalions,” under Lieutenant Washington.** From the 
time of its completion, until 1829, no further construction work 


% Between pages 162-163. 

2% Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., I, p. 311; cf., Charleston Centennial, p. 162, and 
Simons, op. cit., p. 65. 

27 Charleston Centennial, p. 162. Such an armament, if actually mounted 
then, would appear unusual, in the light of the fact that later reports from the 
War Department state that Castle Pinckney was originally planned to mount 
only twenty-one guns. See Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., VI, pp. 115, 167. 

28 Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., I, p. 819; cf., ibid., II, pp. 455, 558, 706, 837; 
and ibid., III, pp. 115, 340, 623; and idid., IV, pp. 9, 159. 
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was carried on at Castle Pinckney “except to make minor repairs 
and to protect the foundations by depositing around it a quantity 
of large stones.’*® By 1826 the War Department was already 
looking upon Castle Pinckney as a fortification of merely secondary 
importance in the defense of Charleston Harbor. On March 24, 
1826, the Board of Engineers on the Defence of the Seaboard, in 
its revolutionary report on the projects for a proposed new system 
of coast defenses, informed the Secretary of War that: 

“Castle Pinckney, which stands upon a small island a little below the city, 


should be maintained as an auxiliary in the defense of the harbor, and as serving 
as a sort of citadel in case on internal commotion.’’®° 


Further reports of the War Department, in 1826, listed Castle 
Pinckney merely as an “existing work—which it is advisable to 
preserve and retain as accessories to the proposed system of 
defence.” It was not then to be “modified by the new system” 
or “to give place to new works.” 

Castle Pinckney was considered of enough importance, never- 
theless, to maintain in a state of repair, and soon afterwards a 
program of general repair work was begun there. Late in 1828, 
Lieutenant Henry Brewerton, United States Corps of Engineers, 
arrived in Charleston to supervise the fortification construction in 
that harbor.” After examining Castle Pinckney, he recommended 
in April, 1829, ‘‘the construction of a seawall, to strengthen the 
foundation” of the work.** Later in 1829, he was instructed by 
the Engineer Department to place Castle Pinckney ‘“‘in a state of 
thorough repair” due to.the fact that it then entered “into the 
system of defences projected for Charleston Harbor.’** Repairs 
costing ‘about ten thousand dollars,” and work on the sea wall 
continued until late in 1831, when the Engineer Department 
reported that ‘Castle Pinckney near the city of Charleston, has 
been thoroughly repaired and is ready to receive a garrison.”® 

29 Tbid., III, p. 254; cf., Charleston Centennial, p. 162. 

30 “Revised Report of the Board of Engineers on the Defense of the Sea- 
board, Washington, March 24, 1826,” in Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., III, pp. 283, 
292-293. 

31 Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., II, p. 302. 

32 Ibid., IV, pp. 13, 164, 175. 

33 Charleston Centennial, p. 163. 

* Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., IV, p. 164. 


% Ibid., pp. 164, 175, 183, 601, 729, and 745; cf., Charleston Centennial, 
p. 163. 
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The reconditioning of Castle Pinckney had been completed 
barely a year, when the structure approached closely to actual use 
at the height of the 1832-1834 nullification movement in South 
Carolina. The rising agitation of the South Carolina nullifiers, 
after the opening of the year 1832, perhaps had a direct relation 
to the garrisoning of Castle Pinckney, in January of that year, by 
a detachment of the Second United States Artillery, under the 
command of Captain Thomas C. Legate.*® Inflamed by the 
passage of the Adams Tariff in the spring of 1832, which they con- 
sidered discriminatory against the South’s cotton trade, the South 
Carolina nullifiers met in convention on November 19, passing a 
“Nullification Ordinance declaring the federal tariff act of 1832 
to be null and void.” When called upon by this convention, the 
South Carolina legislature authorized the raising of a volunteer 
military force and the purchase of arms to resist federal enforce- 
ment of the act.*? Conditions in South Carolina had been under 
the shrewd observation of President Jackson for many months, 
but even in the face of the dangerous state of affairs there, he was 
determined to preserve the Union, and to meet force with force, 
if necessary. 

- Prior to the meeting of the Nullification Convention, the United 
States Army had already taken measures to prevent the seizure, 
by the South Carolina nullifiers, of Castle Pinckney, and the other 
fortifications in Charleston Harbor. Acting under the direction 
of President Jackson, Major-General Alexander Macomb, as early 
as October 29, 1832, issued an order warning Major J. F. Heileman, 
in command at Charleston, that he would be “held responsible for 
the defence, to the last extremity” of the Charleston fortifications, 
including Castle Pinckney. This grave duty was to be exercised 
in the event, of which there then existed a possibility, that an 
attempt would be made by the South Carolina militia “to surprize, 
seize and occupy” these posts.** By mid-November, preparations 
to complete the armament of Castle Pinckney were underway and 
carriages for its barbette guns were rushed to Charleston. Arma- 
ment operations were continued during the next year, 1833, and 


38 Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., IV, p. 847. 

37 Channing, op. cit., V, pp. 427-432. 

88 Major-General Alexander Macomb to Brevet Major J. F. Heileman, 
Charleston, S. C., October 29, 1832, in Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., V, pp. 158-159. 
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a “heavy battery—of twenty four pounders” was mounted at 
Castle Pinckney. During this year, Captain W. A. Eliason, 
Corps of Engineers, erected a temporary pallisade to protect the 
gorge or rear wall of the work. By November 23, 1833, Castle 
Pinckney had “been much improved as regards” its “ability for 
defence.’’® 

Before the crisis of the nullification agitation had subsided in 
1833-1834, Castle Pinckney had been designated by the Federal 
government to serve other functions than merely that of the defense 
of the Union. Along with Fort Moultrie, Castle Pinckney was to 
have been utilized as a storehouse for the valuable United States 
property in Charleston, should the Army have been forced to, 
retire from the city.*° Lieutenant Colonel James Bankhead, 
commanding a detachment of the Third United States Artillery, 
by January, 1833, had replaced Captain Legate, at Castle Pinck- 
ney.“ On January 25, 1833, he was instructed by General 
Macomb to be prepared, should it become necessary, to receive, 
either at Castle Pinckney or Fort Moultrie, the collector and other 
customs officers, with their equipment and office files, in order that 
a customshouse could be maintained at Charleston under the 
protection of the United States.“ However, Castle Pinckney 
apparently was not forced to serve either as a storehouse or cus- 
tomhouse in this crisis, which soon afterwards abated. A slight 
increase in the military and naval forces of the United States at 
Charleston, the appearance of the famed General Winfield Scott, 
ostensibly on an inspection tour, together with the passage of 
Clay’s Compromise Tariff, had chastened the rabid nullifiers and 
removed their immediate cause for complaint.“ Castle Pinckney 
thus passed unscathed through its first near military encounter. 

During the several years immediately following the nullification 


39 Macomb to Heilman, November 12, 1832, in Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., V, 
p. 158; see zbid., pp. 185, 193, and 227; cf., Charleston Centennial, p. 163. The 
number of cannon in the 24 pounder battery is not given. 

40 Macomb to Heileman, November 12, 1832, in Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., V, 
p. 158. 

4 Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., V, pp. 151, 160. 

42 Macomb to Lieutenant Colonel James Bankhead, Charleston, S. C., 
January 25, 1833, in Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., V, p. 160. 

43 Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., V, pp. 156-157, 158, 159-160; cf., Channing, of. 
cit., V, pp. 430-431. 
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crisis, Castle Pinckney was maintained as a regularly garrisoned 
and fortified post.“ By the end of 1833, Lieutenant Colonel 
Bankhead had been replaced at Castle Pinckney by Major William 
Gates, commanding one company of the First United States 
Artillery. Major Gates continued as commander of the work 
until the middle of the year 1835. Under his command, at the 
end of the year 1834, the armament of Castle Pinckney consisted 
of six pieces: two, 53 inch brass howitzers; one, 8 inch brass mortar; 
two, 24 pounder iron howitzers and one, 10 inch seacoast iron 
mortar.“6 A post hospital was maintained at Castle Pinckney 
during this period, and the Surgeon General, Joseph Lovell, 
reported on December 28, 1835, that it then afforded “sufficient 
accommodations for the sick,’’ and was “in good order,” with the 
exception of certain “trifling repairs” needed.*” Soon after the 
middle of the year 1835, Major Gates was replaced in command of 
Castle Pinckney by Brigadier-General A. Eustis, when the latter 
assumed command of the entire United States force at Charleston. 
By the beginning of the year 1836, General Eustis had placed 
Captain Giles Porter in command of the one company of the 
First United States Artillery then garrisoning Castle Pinck- 
ney.*8 

The withdrawal of the garrison from Castle Pinckney, early in 
1836, marks the beginning of twenty-five years of inactivity for 
this work, an uneventful period that was not to be terminated 
until the opening days of the War Between the States. The out- 
break of the Second Seminole Indian War, on December 28, 1835, 
necessitated the transfer of Captain Porter and his command to 
the scene of that conflict, during January and February, 1836.” 
Castle Pinckney apparently was not regarrisoned by the United 


44 See ““Map of Charleston Harbor, S. C.,’”’ December, 1834, between pages 
464-465, in Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., V; and the drawing “Sketch of Shute’s 
Folly Island By Capt. Eliason, 1833,” facing page 164 in Charleston Centennial. 
These show the location of Castle Pickney, as a fortified work in Charleston 
Harbor. 


Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff, V, pp. 178, 294, 366-368, and 607. 

“6 Tbid., pp. 853-856. 

“7 Ibid., pp. 736-737. 

48 Ibid., p. 636, and ibid., VI, p. 34. 

«° Ibid., V, p. 737; VI, pp. 57, 167, 823, 1004; VII, pp. 597, 927. 
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States Government prior to its occupany by South Carolina State 
troops in December, 1860.°° 

That the War Department considered Castle Pinckney to be of 
only secondary importance in the defense of Charleston Harbor 
became increasingly clear during this period. Following the year 
1836, no major construction was undertaken at the work appar- 
ently. Reports made during the years 1836-1838 on its status as 
a fortification, show Castle Pinckney as a completed work which 
was to mount twenty-one guns, and to contain a peace time gar- 
rison of fifty men, or one hundred and five during war. However, 
its armament was then far from complete, and it contained no 
garrison. A report of Secretary of War Lewis Cass, dated April 7, 
1836, in listing the coast defences of the country, did not mention 
Castle Pinckney as forming a definite part of the defenses of 
Charleston Harbor. The site of Castle Pinckney was resurveyed 
in 1846, and it was “‘regranted to the United States by an act of 
the State Legislature passed December 18, 1846.’** One of the 
main services rendered Charleston Harbor from the site of Castle 
Pinckney was begun as early as 1855. On August 3, 1854, Con- 
gress appropriated “one thousand five hundred dollars” to estab- 
lish ‘‘a small light on Castle Pinckney, to mark the Channel from 
the bar to the city and up the Cooper River.’** Early in the 
following year a light with “Sth order Fresnel Lens” was installed 
“on some part of the fortifications.” It was “‘described in the 
early light lists as a yellow tower with the light 50 feet above the 
level of the sea.’”*4 Continuously since 1855, with the exception 


50 Tbid., cf., The War of the Rebellion: A Compilation of the Official Records 
of the Union and Confederate Armies, Series I, Volume I, pp. 4, 72. This com- 
pilation henceforth to be cited as O. R. with pertinent series and volume 
numbers. 

51 Am. St. Pa., Mil. Aff., VI, pp. 112-115, 121, 167, 365, 386, 823, 963, and 
1004; VII, pp. 580, 597, 683, and 927. 

52 United States Military Reservations, National Cemeteries and Military 
Parks—Washington, 1916, p. 376. 

53 Statutes at Large and Treaties of the United States of America—Boston, 
1855, X, p. 340. 

54 Charleston Centennial, p. 173; cf., W. P. Harman, Administrative Assis- 
tant, Commissioner of Lighthouses, Bureau of Lighthouses, Department of 
Commerce, to Rogers W. Young, Junior Historian, Fort Pulaski National 
Monument, December 9, 1936, in the files of Fort Pulaski National Monu- 
ment, Savannah, Georgia. 
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perhaps of several years during the War Between the States, the 
Castle Pinckney light has been a well known aid to harbor naviga- 
tion at Charleston. 

Long inactive by the year 1860, Castle Pinckney was to pass 
through the most important period of its history during the en- 
suing five years. Under fire for the first and only time, during the 
War Between the States, it was only in this period that the work 
saw actual service as a fortification. General repairs were made 
at Castle Pinckney in 1858 to preserve the structure, but it was 
not then placed in condition for war service.™ As reported to 
Washington in November, 1860, the work had long been ungar- 
risoned, and had served for many years, under the supervision of 
an army ordnance sergeant, merely as the powder storehouse of the 
city arsenal.* 


(To be continued) 


& QO. R., Ser. I, I, p. 4. 
56 Tbid., pp. 70-72. 














THE THOMAS PINCKNEY FAMILY OF 
SOUTH CAROLINA.* 


Compiled by MABEL L. WEBBER 


Thomas Pinckney, of Bishop Auckland, County Durham, 
England, came to South Carolina in the Loyal Jamaica in April, 
1692.1 He was evidently in the West Indies for a period, and 
seems to have been engaged in privateering, for his affidavit 
dated August 22, 1692, stated that Thomas Pinckney, Gentleman, 
aged 24 years, belonged to the sloop Dyamond at the time that 
sloop and the Mary captured the French vessel that was con- 
demned at Port Royal, Jamaica and sold.? Soon after his arrival 
in South Carolina, he married Grace Bedon, apparently the 
daughter of George Bedon. (Marriage bond dated Sept. 19, 1692, 
Christopher Linkley and William Smith bondsmen.)* He married 
secondly, in England, at Bishop Auckland, Mary Cotesworth, his 
bondsman being William Pinckney, of Bishop Auckland, dated 
January 19, 1697/8.4. Mary Cotesworth was the daughter of 
Charles Cotesworth of Durham. He was born in 1629; died in 
1701.5. Thomas Pinckney became a merchant in Charles Town, 
owned considerable land, had several lots in Charles Town, and 
land at Ashepoo and on Ashley River. 

In A Notice of the Pinckneys, by Maria Henrietta Pinckney 
(privately printed in 1860), a great-grand-daughter of Thomas, 
she states that Thomas resided on the Bay, in a house which after- 


*“At the beginning of the Revolution, the Pinckney papers and other 
valuables were carried to Ashepoo, a place belonging to General Thomas 
Pinckney . . . the house was burned and everything in it except what had been 
plundered by Provosts attack in 1779.” —Eliza. Lucas. This explains the lack 
of data concerning the early generations. 

1 McCrady, Vol. 1, pp. 261-263 The Loyal Jamaica was a privateer; Pinck- 
ney’s surities were Sir Nathaniel Johnson and Francis Noble, gentleman. 

2 SCHGM, Vol. VIII, p. 198. 

3 Historical Commission, Columbia S. C. Records of the Court of Ordinary, 
1672-1692. 

4 Note from Miss Josephine Pinckney taken by her from a letter, extract 
of a Church Record. 

5 Mourning ring, Eliza. Pinckney, by Mrs. St. J. Ravenel, p. 72. 
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wards belonged to General Thomas Pinckney, his grandson. She 
also tells a romantic story concerning the second husband of Mary 
(Cotesworth) Pinckney, George Evans, to the effect that Thomas 
Pinckney seeing said Evans landing from a ship from the West 
Indies, ‘‘remarked that handsome West Indian will marry some 
poor fellow’s widow, break her heart and rob her children.” His 
words were prophetic for he died soon after and his widow did 
marry the West Indian. Thomas Pinckney’s will, now missing, 
was dated February 12, 1703/4. He died before 1705, for a letter 
from Joseph Lord of Dorchester on Ashley River, to James Petiver, 
written prior to July, 1705, states ‘my friend Mr. Pinckney to 
whom I desired you to direct your letters . . . is dead.’ 

Mary Pinckney, wife to Thomas, married, secondly, George 
Evans, who died before July 10, 1717.7. She married thirdly, 
May 7, 1721, William Betson® who died before 1726, for on Septem- 
ber 2, 1726, Mary Betson, widow and her sons Charles Pinckney, 
gentlemen, then of London, Thomas Pinckney and William Pinck- 
ney, executed a deed to John Fenwicke, Esq. in which the following 
words occur: “Whereas Thomas Pinckney late of Charles Town 
Merchant, former husband of said Mary, and father of said 
Thomas, Charles and William Pinckney, at the time of death was 
seized in fee of town lot in Charles Town, known on the Model by 
number three, containing an acre bounding East on Cooper River, 
now called the Bay, West on the Marsh, South on lot of Wm. 
Nowell, North on lot of William Williams. Also one front lot 
opposite to number three, west of Wharf, known as no. 327. 
Said Thomas Pinckney the father by will dated 12 Feb. 1703 after 
several other legacies, did bequeath said wife Mary Pinckney, 
Thomas Pinckney and the child of which she was then enceinte 
(to wit said William Pinckney) all the remainder of his estate of 
which the said lots were part ... and whereas an Act of the Gen- 
eral Assembly dated Feb. 1723 empowered certain persons to make 
partition of the lands etc. of Thomas Pinckney late of Charles 
Town Merchant Between his widow and children... .” 

Mary (Pinckney) Betson died October 6, 1745, as recited in a 


6 SCHGM, Vol. XXI, p. 50. 

7 Clerk of Court’s Office, Charleston S. C. Bill of Complaint, Mary Pinck- 
ney, Alias Evans. 

8 Register of St. Philip’s Parish Charleston S. C. 
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deed dated September 30, 1746, which states that said Mary died 
intestate; her son Charles Pinckney, of Charles Town, Esq.; a 
Covenant between said Charles and Thomas Pinckney, eldest 
son of Major Wm. Pinckney, who is younger brother of said 
Charles Pinckney, Mary Pinckney and Sarah Pinckney, daughters 
of William: Whereas Mary Betson, late of Charles Town, Mother 
of said Charles and William was seized of town lots on Queen or 
Dock Street, numbers 27 and 74, and whereas said Mary Betson 
departed this life October 6 last without leaving a will, and whereas 
said Charles Pinckney has made certain improvements... but 
believes his mother to have intended to give by will the said lots 
to her grand-children, the children of the said William Pinckney ... 
[Charles deeds his share to the said grand-children. }® 

Thomas Pinckney and his first wife, Grace Bedon, had issue 

1. Thomas Pinckney, 1696-1733 (dates from a mourning ring), 

an officer in the British Army, had an estate in Durham, 
England, which went to his brother Charles.!° 

Thomas Pinckney and his second wife, Mary Cotesworth, had 
issue: 

2. Charles Pinckney, 1699-1758 

3. William Pinckney, 1704-1766. 


2 


Charles Pinckney (Thomas 1) born ca. 1699; died July 12, 1758, 
at Mount Pleasant where he had been carried for a change of 
air, he having been ill with malaria." He was in public life quite 
early, educated in England, was a lawyer; was speaker of the 
Commons House of Assembly; drafted report of committee of 
Commons House on the right of Council to amend the tax bills. 
He was appointed Chief Justice by Gov. Glen in 1752, upon the 
death of Chief Justice James Greme; discharged the duties of this 
office ably for six months, when he was superseded by Peter Leigh, 
who was commissioned by the Crown. Few native South Caro- 


® Deed Sept. 2, 1726, Mesne Conveyance Office, Book E, pp. 344-346. 

10 Fliza Pinckney, by Mrs. St. Julien Ravenel, pp. 86 and 136. 

1 Tbid., p. 168; Register of St. Philip’s Parish ‘““Manigault Diary,’ in Vol. XX, 
p. 130. It must have been on Haddrell’s Point, where Mount Pleasant was 
subsequently built. 
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linians were permitted to hold high appointive offices.” He was 
commissioned by Gov. Robert Johnson as Advocate-General in 
court of Vice-Admiralty January 13, 1732." 

Charles Pinckney, usually called the Chief Justice for distinction, 
married first, Elizabeth Lamb, daughter of Captain Lamb, of 
London. She died January 23, 1744, without issue. He married 
second, May 25, 1744," Elizabeth Lucas, daughter of Col. George 
Lucas, of Antigua. An account of her life, and agricultural ex- 
periments, especially with indigo, and her life in England with 
her husband, will be found in Eliza. Pinckney by Mrs. St. Julien 
Ravenel. 

Charles Pinckney and his second wife Elizabeth Lucas had issue: 

4. i. Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, born February 14, 1745/6; 

died Aug. 16, 1825. 
5. ii. George Lucas, born and died in 1747. 
6. iii. Harriott, born Aug. 7, 1748; died Dec. 19, 1830; married, 
Feb. 15, 1768, Daniel Horry. 
7. iv. Thomas Pinckney born Oct. 23, 1750; died Nov. 2, 1828. 


~ 


In September, 1743, Charles Pinckney advertises: “To be let, 
the House in which I live in Union Street, in Charles Town, con- 
taining six Rooms, with a Fire Place in each, and also a very good 
Kitchen, Store Pantry and other Conveniences, with a large piece 
of ground for a yard and Gardens; to be entered upon the 15th 
October next or sooner if desired, and as I intend to remove with 
my Family to my plantation at Charles Town Neck, I give notice, 
that I shall keep an Office at Mrs. Betson’s over against the Custom 
House in Queen Street, where my Clerk will give constant attend- 
ance and where I shall be to be spoke with myself, on Tuesdays, 
Wednesdays and Saturdays, and at other times at my said Plan- 
tation.” [This plantation was Belmont.] Charles Pinckney.'* 

The long and interesting will of Chief Justice Charles Pinckney 
is printed in SCHGM Vol. VIII pp. 217-219. It is dated June 4, 
1752, and proved March 18, 1769. He requests to be buried near 
his father and mother in the old church yard in Charles Town 


12 McCrady, Hist. of S.C. Vol. 2, pp. 79-80. 

13S. C. Admiralty Records Charleston S. C. Book A & B. 
14 Register of St. Philip’s Parish. 

14a S.C. Gazette Sept. 26, 1743. 
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(St. Philip’s); directs that £100 be spent upon a wall about the 
burying ground 16 feet East to West and 20 feet North to South 
and £200 for a grave stone for his parents; bequeaths to brother 
Major William Pinckney £200 for mourning for his wife and 
children, silver hilted sword, and certain books; to friend William 
Bull, Jr., Esq., gold-headed cane, with glass in top, and books; 
to deceased wife’s sister, Mrs. Sarah Bartlett, of London, widow, 
£10 per annum; to wife’s neice Mary Bartlett 10 guineas for 
mourning; to nephew Charles Pinckney, whom he had maintained 
in England for five years past, £200 and his boarding in my family 
until he is 21, and £25 worth sterling cost of my Law Books; to 
wife Elizabeth, daughter of Hon. Colonel George Lucas, late 
Lieutenant Governor of Antigua, deceased, his slaves and rings 
(except the rose diamond ring which he desired her to give their 
daughter Harriott, and the diamond mourning ring to their son 
Thomas, it being for his Uncle of that name), the use of his planta- 
tion called Bellmount, house and land in Colletion Square bought 
from Messrs. Wragg and Bolton; to son Charles Cotesworth 
Pinckney, gold watch and, after decease of his Mother, the diamond 
mourning ring for his late wife, certain slaves and their increase, 
and his Library to be sold for his benefit; to son Thomas Pinckney, 
slaves with their increase; to daughter Harriott slaves and their 
increase; son Charles to be virtuously religiously and liberally 
brought up and educated in the study and practice of the Laws of 
England, to serve his God and his country, to employ his abilities 
in support of private Right and Justice between Man and Man; 
to said son his Mansion House in his own occupation in Colletion 
Square and other lots in Charles Town house on the Bay, planta- 
tion called Pinckney Plains near Beach Hill, Islands at Port Royal 
called Espalango, and other water Islands, 500 acres on Savannah 
River near Silver Bluff, purchased from Charles Richard Gascoigne; 
to son Thomas, Messuage and Store House on the Bay, 500 acres at 
Four Holes, 1111 acres at Ashepoo; rest of real estate to be sold 
and divided among his children, Charles Cotesworth, Thomas and 
Harriott. 

In order to establish Lectures among his Country-men similar to 
those in Great Britain instituted by Mr. Boyle, his son Charles 
to pay 5 guineas to each Lecturer as appointed by the Majority 
H. M. Council in Charles Town, to preach two sermons in St. 
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Philip’s church, one on Wednesday next after second Tuesday in 
November, and on Wednesday next after second Tuesday in May, 
on the subject of the Greatness of God and his goodness; suggests 
the 145 Psalm asa text. To first native of [South] Carolina who 
shall obtain the approbation of Council 5 guineas and Tillotson’s 
sermons in three volumes folio; and also Doctor Samuel Clark’s 
works in folio. Guardians to children: wife Elizabeth and William 
Bull, Jr. Witnesses: John Cleland, Alexander Vander Dussen, 
Alexander Gorden. Codicil June 30, 1752, New Style: land in 
French Alley in Colleton Square to son Thomas. Codicil July 12, 
1752 New Style: Marshland on Hog Island Creek and Cooper 
River tosons Charlesand Thomas. Codicil Feb. 13, 1756; Charles 
Pinckney, [Codicil to his will] late of Charles Town, South 
Carolina, now resident of Ripley, county Surry, bequests of 
slaves to wife and children revoked and others substituted; tene- 
ment lately purchased in Ripley to wife Elizabeth, she to convey to 
son Charles Cotesworth when he is 21. His Uncle Richard Pinck- 
ney of Bishop Auckland, County Durham, died about 1726 leaving 
certain property in Bishop Auckland, which went to his eldest 
brother Thomas as his heir at law, then upon his decease intestate. 
In 1733, it came to him as his heir at law, he being then residing in 
parts beyond the seas did not return until 1 May 1733; these 
lands to son Charles Cotesworth Pinckney. Executors; wife 
Elizabeth, sons Charles and Thomas when 21. Witnesses George 
Morley, James Abercromby, Thomas Drayton, 25 Nov. 1758. 
Oath of George Morley of Somerset House in the Strand, Esq., 
and John Chatfield of Clifford’s Inn, London, Gent. This will 
is not recorded in Charleston, but is quoted in part in Eliza. 
Pinckney, pp. 184-185. It is recorded in Somerset House, London, 
and an epitome thereof was printed in this Magazine, Volume 
VIII, pp. 217-219. It is said to have served as an ethical guide 
for his sons. 

About 1753 Charles Pinckney was elected agent of the Province 
in London, a dignified and important position, but not carrying a 
large salary. This he accepted and left for England with his 
family in March, 1753, remaining there for five years. Upon 
returning to Carolina he left his two sons at school in England. 

Elizabeth (Lucas) Pinckney survived her husband for many 
years, living an able and busy life (Ravenel, Eliza. Pinckney) 
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caring for her children and grandchildren. She died in Phila- 
delphia, where she had gone for her health, in April, 1793,and was 
buried in St. Peter’s churchyard, Philadelphia, May 27, 1793. 
General Washington (at his own request) acting as one of her pall- 
bearers. 


3 


William Pinckney (Thomas 1) born in 1704; died December 3, 
1766; major in militia, 1740; Deputy Secretary; Commissioner in 
Equity; Commissary General. He was incapacitated by a par- 
alytic stroke in 1758; died intestate. He was an able man, much 
in public affairs. The first fire insurance company in America 
was organized at his office on the Bay, in December, 1735." He 
married, January 6, 1724/5, Ruth Brewton, daughter of Miles 
Brewton.’ She was born in 1704, and died September, 1770, at 
Ashepoo. 

They had issue: 


i. Mary, b. June, 1726; d. June 6, 1728. 

ii. Thomas Pinckney, b. Aug. 6, 1728; died March 2, 1770; 
lieutenant in Royal American Regiment; died at Ashepoo, 
where he had retired to his plantation. He saw service 
in America, Martinique, and Havanna; wounded in the 
Battle of the Plains of Abraham, was a brave and gallant 
officer.7_ Died unmarried. 

iii. Elizabeth Pinckney, b. February, 1730; buried Feb- 
ruary 28, 1736/7. 

8. iv. Col. Charles Pinckney, b. March 7, 1731/2; died 
Sept. 22, 1782. 

v. Mary Pinckney, b. Nov. 7, 1733; buried Sept. 21, 1749. 

vi. Sarah Pinckney, b. Nov. 16, 1734; married Joseph 
Brown, merchant, of Georgetown, S. C.; died Oct. 31, 
1752, aged 19, of sore-throat; left one daughter Frances, 
who married in 1771, Dr. Peter Spence of Ponpon. 

9. vii. Ann Pinckney, b., July 5, 1736, married Jan. 18, 1756, 
Daniel D’Oyley, and had issue. 


18 McCrady; Vol. 2. SCHGM.; death notice in The S. C. Gazette, December 8, 
1766. 

16 SCHGM., Vol. 2, p. 133. 

17 The S. C. Gazette, March 8, 1770. 
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viii. Elizabeth Pinckney, buried June 11, 1738. 
10. ix. William Pinckney, b. June 11, 1739; married Deborah 
Webb, daughter of Wm. and Deborah (Jones) Webb. 
x. Rebecca Pinckney; died Dec., 1774, married May 12, 
1763, Benjamin Webb, son of Wm. and Deborah Webb, 
and had issue. 
xi. Miles Pinckney, b. July 29, 1741; buried Oct. 7, 1742. 
xii. Robert Pinckney, baptized Dec. 18, 1743; buried Feb. 
18, 1749/50.18 


+ 


Charles Cotesworth Pinckney (Charles 2. Thomas 1.) born in 
South Carolina, February 14, 1745/6; died August 16, 1825, 
aged 79 years 5 months and 21 days." 

He was taken to England with the rest of his family in March 
1753; remained there when his parents and sister returned to 
South Carolina in May, 1755. There he studied under a tutor 
and attended a school at Kensington; was entered in the West- 
minister school in 1761, where he made a distinguished record; 
then entered Christ Church College, Oxford, January 19, 1764, 
and was admitted to the Middle Temple. Owing to a break down 
in health he travelled extensively on the Continent for some 
months studying botany, chemistry and military science. He 
was called to the English Bar January 25, 1769, and rode one cir- 
cuit for experience. He returned to South Carolina in 1769, and 
was elected to the General Assembly the same year; was admitted 
to the South Carolina Bar January 19, 1770; was made acting 
Attorney General for Camden, Georgetown and the Cheraws 
districts in 1773; was a member of the First Provincial Congress 
January—June, 1775, and therein took an active and prominent 
part; was also a member of the 2nd Provincial Congress November, 
1775—March, 1776. He wasa member of the Church of England, 
was a strong advocate of disestablishment. Upon his return from 
England he had been made a lieutenant in the local militia, and 
upon the organization of the First Regiment of South Carolina 


18 Register of St. Philip’s Parish, and SCHGM, Vol. II pp. 133-139. 

19 Coffin Plate Record, in S. C. Hist. Soc. He was born February 14th, 
old style, but the addition of the 11 days in 1752 made his birthday February 
2ist. 
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troops in June, 1775, he was chosen ranking captain, rapidly 
promoted to major, and in September, 1776, became Colonel. 
He served with his regiment in Fort Johnson during the engage- 
ment of the British fleet, June 28, 1776. He secured leave from 
his regiment and served for a time as aide to General Washington; 
was present at battle of Brandywine. He commanded his regi- 
ment in the Florida Campaign in 1776, and in the Seige 
of Savannah. During the attack on Charles Town was in com- 
mand of Fort Moultrie. As a member of the council of war 
called by General Lincoln. He opposed the surrender. 

As an officer on parole he was courteously treated by the British, 
and confined at ‘“Snee Farm” in Christ Church Parish. Later 
he was sent with his brother Thomas and other officers to the 
American headquarters in Philadelphia, where he was exchanged 
several months later’; rejoined the army in 1783; and was com- 
missioned Brigadier General before discharge. He had been in 
1782 again elected to the General Assembly. In 1787 Charles 
Cotesworth Pinckney with John Rutledge, Charles Pinckney and 
Pierce Butler represented South Carolina at the U. S. Constitu- 
tional Convention. The following year he was a member of the 
State convention which ratified the Constitution. He was a 
member of the South Carolina Constitutional Convention in 1790. 
In 1797 he was nominated for a special mission to France, a mis- 
sion which failed in its first efforts of securing a treaty owing to 
the impossible terms proposed. He was next sent with John 
Marshall and Elbridge Gerry to arrange a treaty but the French 
Directory refused to receive them. Through secret agents it was 
suggested that a bribe might secure a reception, but Mr. Pinckney 
firmly replied “No! No! Not a sixpence.” In July 1798, he 
was placed in command of all the posts and forces south of 
Maryland, and those in Kentucky and Tennessee; was given his 
discharge in June 1800. He was a Federalist, conservative, and a 
States Rights man. In 1800 he was the choice of the party for 
vice-president, and in 1804 and 1808 for president. He was a 
learned and sound lawyer, sane and possessed great common sense; 
supported the movement to establish South Carolina College and 
was a trustee. He was major general of the State militia, 1795-98; 
president of the Charleston Library Society; president of the 


20 Eliza Pinckney, Dictionary of American Biography. 
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S. C. Society of the Cincinnati; and in 1805 became the President 
General of that Society, holding this position until his death. 

In June, 1785, he fought a duel with Daniel Huger, Esq., in 
which Gen. Pinckney was wounded in the thigh, but evidently 
not seriously. (S. C. Gazette & Pub. Advertiser, June 22, 1785.) 

Charles Cotesworth Pinckney married first, September, 1773, 
Sarah Middleton (born July 5, 1756; d. May 8, 1784), daughter 
of Henry Middleton and Mary (Williams) Middleton (SCHGM, 
Vol. 1, p. 241). He married second, July, 1786, Mary Stead 
daughter of Benjamin Stead. She died January 4, 1812.7! 

Issue by first wife only: 

i. Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, baptized Sept. 10, 1779; d. 

in childhood. 

ii. Maria Henrietta Pinckney, d. May 13, 1836, unmarried. 

She wrote A Notice of the Pinckneys. 
iii. Harriott Pinckney, b. December 17, 1776; d. March 15, 
1866, unmarried; buried in St. Michael’s churchyard. 

iv. Eliza Lucas Pinckney, m. Ralph Izard; died April 16, 1851, 

without issue. 

There are no living descendants of General Charles Cotesworth 
Pinckney. 

6 


Harriott Pinckney” (Charles 2. Thomas 1.) born August 7, 
1748: died Dec. 19, 1830; married February 15, 1768, Daniel 
Horry, the owner of Hampton Plantation, being his second wife, 
his first wife having been Judith Serré, whom he married December 
15, 1757. Harriott and Daniel Horry had issue: 

i. Daniel Huger Horry, born 1769; died in Paris in 1828. He 
married in Paris Elenore Marie Florimonde de Fay la Tour 
Maubourg, a niece of General Lafayette. He was educated in 
England, changed his name to Charles Lucas Pinckney 
Horry: Had two children, Henrietta and Roger, both of 
whom predeceased him. A copy of his will (in French) is 
on file in the Probate Court, Charleston, S. C. 

ii. Harriott Pinckney Horry, died October 13, 1858, and was 


"1 Register of St. Philip’s Parish. 
218 Said to have been named after Harriott Byron, the fashionable heroine 
of the day. 
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buried St. Michael’s churchyard. She married October 11, 
1797, Frederick Rutledge, 1768-1821. (See Rutledge Gen- 
ealogy in SCHGM, Vol. 31, pp. 17-94 for her issue.) 

7 

Thomas Pinckney (Charles 2. Thomas 1.) born October 23, 
1750; died November 2, 1828. Married first July 22, 1779, 
Elizabeth Motte daughter of Jacob and Rebecca (Brewton) 
Motte (1762-1794). She died in England, where her husband 
was minister to the court of St. James’s (S. C. Gazette Oct. 20, 
1794). Married second, October 19, 1797, Mrs. Frances (Motte) 
Middleton (1763-1843), widow of John Middleton. No issue by 
second wife. 

He was left in school in England when his parents returned to 
South Carolina in 1758. In 1765 he was entered at Westminister 
school. There he took a high stand in general scholarship; went 
to Oxford (Christ Church College), November 23, 1768, then later 
to the Middle Temple; was called to the bar in 1774; travelled on 
the Continent and studied at the Royal Military Academy, 
Caen, France. 

Late in 1774 he returned to South Carolina, and was admitted to 
the South Carvlina bar. Upon the organization of the First South 
Carolina Regiment he was chosen a captain. He was steadily 
concerned with military affairs and engagements during the whole 
period of the Revolution and was severely wounded at the Battle 
of Camden, August 16, 1780, and captured. Later he was sent 
North to Philadelphia and was there exchanged. While recruiting 
in Virginia in 1781 under General Washington he formed a warm 
attachment for Lafayette, with whom he afterwards served at 
Yorktown. He returned to South Carolina and served his State 
in various capacities. On February 20, 1787, he was elected 
governor, served one term of two years. He was president of the 
State Convention of 1788, which ratified the Federal Constitution. 
In 1789 he declined Washington’s offer of appointment as United 
States district judge for South Carolina. In 1791 Washington 
offered him the appointment of minister to Great Britain and the 
nomination was confirmed in January, 1792. In April, 1795, he 
was appointed special Commissioner to Spain to negotiate a treaty 
concerning boundaries between the United States and Spanish 
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territory, and navigation of the Mississippi which was finally 
settled October 27, 1795. He returned to South Carolina in 
September, 1796 and was the Federal candidate for the vice 
presidency in 1796, but was betrayed by his own party when 
some of its electors voted for Jefferson of the Democratic party. 
He was elected to Congress in 1797 and served through that 
critical period until March 3, 1801. 

He was constantly in Public Service in State and national affairs; 
was commissioned major general in command of the district from 
North Carolina to Mississippi in the War of 1812; served in the 
Indian war with the Creeks and negotiated the treaty which con- 
cluded peace. 

He was a scientific planter; had a number of plantations, and 
wrote a number of agricultural articles. 

The long joint wills of Thomas Pinckney and Frances, his wife, 
describe them as being of St. James’s Parish, Santee, and mention 
children: Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, Edward Rutledge Pinck- 
ney, Thomas Pinckney, Harriott, Elizabeth and Mary Pinckney, 
and step-son, John Middleton. Among the estates mentioned are 
Fairfield, Fannymead plantation on Toxaway, Pendleton County; 
Eldorado, Auckland, Cedar Island and others. Various codicils. 
Mary had died unmarried before some of the codicils were made. 
The final date was Moultrieville [on Sullivan’s Island], September 
30, 1828. January 21, 1843, Charles Cotesworth Pinckney quali- 
fied as executor of Thomas Pinckney, and April 8, 1843, he qualified 
as executor of Mrs. Frances M. Pinckney. 

General Thomas Pinckney and his first wife, Elizabeth Motte, 
had issue: 

11. i. Col. Thomas Pinckney born in 1780; died in France 
July 7, 1842; married December 27, 1803, Elizabeth Izard 
(1784-1862), and had issue: 

12. ii. Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, baptized May 14, 1789; 
died in Abbeville, S. C., in 1865; married July 31, 1811, 
Phoebe Caroline, daughter of William and Pheebe Elliott. 
She was born Sept. 2, 1791. Issue. 

13. iii. Elizabeth Brewton, died in July, 1857; married Sept. 
10, 1802, William Lowndes (1782-1822) and had issue. 

14. iv. Harriott Lucas, died December 25, 1824, in Philadel- 
phia, and was buried in Christ Church yard; married 
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January 14, 1802, Francis Kinloch Huger (1764-1855), 
and had issue. 

v. Mary, died unmarried. 

vi. Rebecca Motte, baptized November 4, 1788; died 
December 24, 1797. 
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Col. Charles Pinckney (William 2 Thomas 1.) born March 7 
1731/2;” died, September 22, 1782.” He married January 2, 
1753, his first cousin, Frances Brewton (b. June 11, 1733), daughter 
of Robert and Mary Loughton (widow) Brewton. He was con- 
tinuously in public life. For an account of his services, see this 
Magazine Volume II. His death notice states that: “On Sunday 
last died at Ashley River, greatly lamented by his family and friends, 
Charles Pinckney, Esq; Counsellor at Law; a gentleman equally 
admired through life not more for professional knowledge and in- 
tegrity than unbounded philanthropy which marked his character 
and influenced his behavior towards all ranks of men; his remains 
were decently interred at St. Andrews Church.” His will, April 
18, 1770, requests that he be buried in St. Philip’s Church Yard, 
by his children, and there is a tombstone to him there. There is 
also une, with a different inscription, in Christ Church, churchyard, 
Christ Church Parish, which has an interesting traditional history. 
It remained for many years at Snee Farm, Christ Church Parish, 
one of his plantations at the time of his death. After that 
property was sold—it is said about the middle of the 19th century 
—the stone was set up by a member of the family in the Christ 
Church graveyard. The inscription on the Christ Church stone 
is as follows: “Patria dilecto Carolus Pinckney, Obit 22 Sept. 
1782 Aitats 52.” 

In grateful memory of an affectionate Father, this stone is raised 
by his son Charles Pinckney, Anno Domini 1785. What is gran- 
deur! Whatis Power! Heavier toil! Superior pain! What the 
bright reward of gain? The grateful memory of [word gone] 


22 St. Philip’s Parish Register. 

23 The South Carolina And American General Gazette, September 28, 1782. 
By a mistaken figure his birthdate is given in the printed Register of St. 
Philip’s Parish as March 9th when it was March 7th. On March 18, 1779 
he wrote a letter giving that day as his birthday. (See Moultries Memoirs.) 
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Sweet the breath of vernal [word gone]. The bees collected 
treasure sweet [word gone] Sweet [word gone] but sweeter, yet, the 
still small voice of Gratitude, the generous spark forever live, 
teach me to Love and to forgive; [word gone] my own defects to 
scan, what others are to feel, and [word gone] my [word gone] a 
Man.” 

The stone in St. Philip’s churchyard reads thus: 

“Sacred to the Memory/ of / The Honorable / Charles Pinckney/ 
For Many years an eminent Counsellor at Law / In this City. / 
The unbounded philanthropy made him respected / And beloved. 
/and his benevolence and affability rendered / Him a valuable 
friend and agreeable / acquaintance. / He died at Ashley River 
Universaly lamented / on Sunday the 224 of September 1782 / 
fEtat 50. / In grateful remembrance of / The virtues of a beloved 
parent, / his affectionate son has caused this monument to be 
erected. / But thou who owns this earthly bed. / Ah! what will 
every dirge avail? or Tears, which love and pity shed. / That mourn 
beneath the gliding sail.” 

We can only conclude that this Charles Pinckney was tempo- 
rarily buried in St. Andrew’s Church yard, and, after Charles 
Town was evacuated by the British, his body was brought back to 
the City and buried in St. Philip’s; that his son Charles had a stone 
prepared, then found the date wrong aged 52 in place of 50 or was 
in some other way dissatisfied with it, left it at his place Snee 
Farm, and had the other one now in St. Philip’s erected. On the 
face of it, it looks as if the gentleman had three resting places, 
but St. Philip’s may be accepted as correct. 

His will™ is as follows: Charles Pinckney, of Queen Street, 
Charles Town, Province of So. Ca. To be sold, land in Granville 
County on the branches of Cooshatchee and Chulofinney, also 
tract lately bought of the Provost Marshall on Euhanny Creek 
nead Peedee River, which is said to be very valuable; also a lot of 
land fronting on North side of Queen Street bought some years ago 
of Wm. Crosthwaite upon which I have put brick foundations for 
building two tenements; also my land and buildings on east side of 
Church Street and Longitude Lane, also lot on Orange Street; also 
50 or 60 of my worst plantation slaves, and all superfluous house- 
hold furniture and plate, stock and cattle. 


24 Probate Court Charleston, Book A, p. 431. 
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My wife and our children in their minority . . . children to have 
the best and most suitable education the country affords. Rest 
of slaves to be kept on my several plantations called Drainfields 
and Fee Farm at Ashepoo, and Snee Farm in Christ Church 
Parish. 

To eldest son Charles Pinckney land and buildings in Queen 
Street and Union Street when twenty-one. Southward part of the 
lands belonging to this lot at present belonging to my niece Fanny 
Brown and for which I have signed an agreement with her father 
to purchase same when she comes of age. 

Rest of estate to wife Frances Pinckney and all my children, 
Charles Pinckney, Thomas Pinckney, Wm. Robert Pinckney, 
Mary Pinckney, Miles Brewton Pinckney, [Rebecca Pinckney 
born after the will was made]; annuity of £300 a year to my hon- 
oured mother . . . To be buried in St. Philip’s churchyard by my 
children. 

Wife Frances, son Charles when 21, Brother-in-law Miles Brew- 
ton, Cousin Charles Cotesworth Pinckney and Friend Peter Mani- 
gault to be executors. 

Dated April 18, 1770. Proved Nov. 10, 1784, and Frances 
Pinckney qualified. April 16, 1798, Charles Pinckney qualified. 


TM 


IN.D. 
Coosahatchie lands I value at £6000 
North side Queen st. 5000 
Euhanny lands 2000 
Orange Street and New Building 14000 
60 Slaves 21000 


53000 
More than will pay all my debts. 

Col. Charles Pinckney was many times a member of the Com- 
mons House of Assembly, a Justice in the commission of the Peace 
and held many important and distinguished offices. For these 
services see Mr. A. S. Salley’s exhaustive account in this Magazine, 
Volume II, pp. 135-138. 

His wife Frances (Brewton) Pinckney, died Saturday, April 4, 
1795, in the 62nd year of her age.” 

Charles Pinckney and his wife Frances Brewton had issue. 


% City Gazette, April 8, 1795. 
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i. Charles, born and died in 1753. 

ii. William, died in 1755. 

III. Charles, born October 26, 1757; died October 29, 1824; 
married April 2, 1788, Mary Eleanor Laurens, and had 
issue. 

iv. Thomas, born in 1760; died ca. 1814; married Margt*. 
Maria—(1771-1810), and had issue. 

v. Mary, born June 14, 1761; died in January 1820; mar- 
ried October 27, 1785, Thomas Odingsell Elliott, and had 
issue. 

vi. William Robert, born in 1765, was living when his 
father’s will was made in 1771. No further record. 

vii. Miles Brewton, born December 18, 1768; married, in 
1796, Lucia Bellinger, daughter of Edmund and Mary 
Cussings Bellinger. He was admitted to the bar in 1792; 
was secretary to his brother Charles during his third 
term as governor (1796-98). No issue. 

viii. Rebecca Pinckney, born in 1773, after her father’s will 
was made; baptized July 11, 1773; died April 30, 1800, at 
Ashepoo; married September 15, 1796, Benjamin Webb, 
her cousin, son of Rebecca Pinckney and Benjamin Webb, 
and had issue. 
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Ann Pinckney (William 2, Thomas 1.) born July 5, 1736; mar- 
ried January 18, 1756, Daniel D’Oyley, Esq. (b. about 1690; died 
at New Port R. I., May 1770). They had issue: 

1. Margaret, born January 6, 1757; married, in 1774, William 


Webb. 


2. Ann, born August 19, 1759; m., first in 1775, Benjamin Webb, 


who died in February, 1776, without issue; married, second, 
in 1777, Joseph Glover, Jr. 


3. Elizabeth, bapt. May 11, 1761; married December 13, 1778, 


Edward Hanahan. 


4. Rebecca, bapt. May 19, 1761; md. (1)—Evans; m. (2) 


February 21, 1779, Dr. John Bellinger. 


5. Harriet, bapt. March 23, 1760. 
6. Daniel, bapt. May 3, 1763; married, in 1784, Ann Rebecca 


Webb. 
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William Pinckney (William 2. Thomas 1.) born July 11, 1739; 
married Deborah Webb, daughter of William and Deborah Webb. 
Her will was made in 1789. He lived in St. Bartholomew’s parish, 
and seems to have had issue: 

i. Elizabeth, who married Wm. Bellinger, Jr., in 1784, and (2), 

in 1793, Dr. John Townsend. 

ii. Sarah, who married Wm. Bellinger, Sr., and had issue. 

iii. Wm. Cotesworth Pinckney (1769-1833), state senator in 
1808; buried at Chapel of Ease of St. Bartholomew’s Parish, 
married Rebecca D. Godfrey (1776-1865), and had issue 
whose descendants live in Colleton and Beaufort counties. 

Issue of Wm. Cotesworth Pinckney and Rebecca D. Godfrey: 

i. Deborah Webb Pinckney (1792-1860), m. a cousin, Wm. 
Bellinger (1785-1825), and had issue: 

ii. Dr. William Pinckney, died aged 29; buried in Chapel of 
Ease, St. Bartholomew’s Parish. No further data. 

iii. Dr. Cotesworth Pinckney of St. Bartholomew’s Parish, 
born about 1800, married in 1828 (marriage settlement), 
Elizabeth Bellinger (daughter of Wm. Bellinger and his 
second wife Harriet Field) and had issue. 

iv. Maria Pinckney, m. (?) Rev. D. I. Campbell and had issue. 

v. Susan Sarah Pinckney (1818-1893), married at Walterboro, 
November 1, 1839, Simon Magwood (1805-1891). 

[Lack of positive data, owing to the destruction of the records of 

Colleton County, prevents continuing this line.] 
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Col. Thomas Pinckney (Thomas 3. Charles 2. Thomas 1.) 
born in 1780; died July 7, 1842; married, in 1803 Elizabeth Izard 
(1784-1862), daughter of Ralph and Elizabeth (Stead) Izard. 
They had issue: 

i. Elizabeth Celestine, m. February 7, 1831, Benjamin Huger, 
her cousin, later a major general in the Confederate Army. 
(See Transactions Huguenot Society of South Carolina, No. 
4, for issue.) 

ii. Rosetta Ella, died at Baltimore, February 4, 1872. She 
married, in 1839, her cousin, Ralph Stead Izard (1815-1858). 
For issue see this Magazine Volume II, page 239. 
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Charles Cotesworth Pinckney (Thomas 3, Charles 2. Thomas 1.) 
bapt. May 14, 1789; died in Abbeville, S. C., in 1865; married 
July 31, 1811, Phoebe Elliott, daughter of William and Phoebe 
(Waight) Elliott of Beaufort, S. C. 

His will is filed in Abbeville S. C. (Probate Court, Book 4, p. 
500.) He describes himself as Charles C. Pinckney, Sr., Abbe- 
ville Dist. Executors to arrange and distribute whatever estate I 
may leave, real and personal, . . . to the best interest of my heirs. 
Sons, Charles C. and Thomas Pinckney, and William C. Bee, 
executors. March 14, 1865. [Signed] C. C. Pinckney, Sr. Codicil 
April 11, 1865: Second son, Captain Thomas Pinckney, being in 
the Army will put it out of his power to be of use on the plantation, 
so nominate son-in-law, A. H. Seabrook, in his place. Proved 
June 17, 1865. 

Issue of Charles Cotesworth Pinckney and his wife Phoebe Caro- 
line Elliott: 

i. Caroline (1816-1892), married, December 20, 1839, Archi- 

bald H. Seabrook and had issue. (This Magazine, Volume 

XVII, p. 70.) 

i. Rev. Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, sometime rector of Grace 
Church and author of “Life of Gen. Thomas Pinckney” 
Charleston, S. C., born in 1812; died in 1898; married (1) Anne 
Randolph McKenna, of Virginia. Issue: (a) Caroline, mar- 
ried Julian Mitchell, and had a daughter who died young, and 
a son Julian Mitchell, Jr., who m. Belle Witte, and has issue. 
(b) Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, Capt. C. S. A., b. (in 
Greenville where his father had a charge) Jan. 17, 1839 d. 
July 5, 1909; married. 

(1) Lucy Memminger, dau of C. G. and Mary (Wilkinson) 

Memminger. Issue: 

i. Virginia R., married Edward W. Hughes and died 
without issue. 

ii. Minna, married William B. Smith Heyward, and had 
one son, William. 

iii. C. C. Pinckney, died young. 

iv. Gustavus Memminger Pinckney, m. Mary Middleton, 
and died s. p. and wrote Life of John C. Calhoun. 


me 
—_ 
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Capt. C. C. Pinckney, married (2) Annie Morris, daughter of 
Rev. Thomas and Emma (Forney) Morris, and had issue: 

v. C. C. Pinckney, m. Gabriella Hamilton, and has one son. 

vi. Francis Morris, m. Caroline Walker, and has two sons and a 

daughter. 

vi. Sally Morris, m. Edward Milby Burton. 

Rev. C. C. Pinckney married (2) Esther H. Barnwell, (1824— 
1864), daughter of Edward and Elizabeth (Osborn) Barnwell, in 
January, 1847. Issue: (c) Anne (1847-1895), unm., (d) Maria, 
(e) Mary, married Robert B. Means and had issue, (f) Margaret, 
married W. H. Kilpatrick. Rev. C. C. Pinckney married (3) 
Sarah H. Rutledge (1832-—...), daughter of Frederick, and Hen- 
rietta Rutledge, issue (g) Edward, m. Louise Cleveland, and has 
issue, (h) Thomas (1871-1899), unm. 

iii. Captain Thomas Pinckney, C. S. A. (1828—-Nov. 15, 1915), 
married (1) April 20, 1870, Mary, dau. of John and Mary 
Williamson) Stuart, of Va., and had one son, Charles Cotes- 
worth Pinckney, who married Elsie Morris and left issue: 
Thomas, Morton Morris; and Frances Morris Pinckney; 
married (2) Camilla Scott, of Va., and left one daughter, 
Josephine Pinckney, author and poet, unm. 

iv. Mary Elliott Pinckney, born in Beaufort, S. C., February 
4, 1833; died in Charleston, S. C., in 1912. 
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Charles Pinckney (Charles 3, William 2, Thomas 1.) born Oc- 
tober 26, 1757; died October 29, 1824. Record in health office 
Charleston, S. C., shows: age 67; place of interment, St. Philip’s 
churchyard; place of nativity, Charleston; disease, dropsy; phys- 
iclan, Ramsay. The church burial records show that services 
were held in the Church and interment in the churchyard. Mar- 
ried April 2, 1788, Mary Eleanor Laurens, daughter of Henry and 
Eleanor (Ball) Laurens. For an account of him and his activities 
see this Magazine, Vol. II, p. 144. 

He was one of the four Delegates (John Rutledge, Charles 
Pinckney, C. C. Pinckney, Pierce Butler) who represented South 
Carolina at United States Constitutional Convention in 1787. 
He served four terms (1789-1791, 1791-1792, 1796-1798, 1806- 
1808) as governor of South Carolina. His will, made March 24, 
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1819; proved Nov. 1824, states that he wishes Robert Y. or Wil- 
liam Hayne, sons of the “late ever lamented Frances Henrietta 
Hayne, should be called Charles Pinckney in addition to their 
present name, in which case upon legally taking my name 1/4 
of my whole estate, books, plate, pictures, gold watch with my 
arms, mourning ring in diamonds for my late father, but in case of 
not complying then 1/2 to Robert, William and Frances, sons 
and daughter of said Frances Henrietta Hayne, and other 1/2 
to Mary Eleanor Laurens Ramsay, wife of David Ramsay, and 
Henry Laurens Pinckney. (Mentions certain slaves and free 
servants.) Body to be kept until decay has set in and then buried 
in the vault with “my dear lamented Frances [his daughter] in 
the Circular Church.” 


Robert Y. Hayne ) 
David Ramsay + Executors 
Henry Laurens eee | 


David Ramsay qualified. 

Issue of Charles Pinckney and Mary Eleanor Laurens: 

i. Frances Henrietta, m. in November 1813, as his first wife, 
Robert Young Hayne, and had issue: (a) Robert Young 
(b) William, who both died young, unm., and (c) Frances H. 
who married Elam Sharpe, of Pendleton, S. C., and has many 
descendants who live in Texas and neighboring states. 

ii. Mary Eleanor, m. in 1817, David Ramsay, son of Dr. David 
Ramsay and Martha Laurens, his wife. Issue: (a) Mary 
Pinckney Ramsay, m. in 185-, Dr. John Bellinger, and had no 
issue, and (b) Catherine Futterel Ramsay, d. unmarried. 

iii. Henry Laurens Pinckney, b. Sept. 24, 1794; d. Feb. 3, 1863, 
editor of The Charleston Mercury, 1823 to 1832, Congressman 
1833-1837, Mayor 1829, 1837, 38, 39. Graduated from the 
S. C. College in 1812, he had his training under his brother- 
in-law, Robert Y. Hayne. In 1816 he was elected to the State 
House of Representatives and served for the next 16 years. 
He accomplished much in the way of civic improvement, 
notably the conversion of the College of Charleston (1837) 
into the first municipal College in the U. S., and the construc- 
tion of White Point or Battery Gardens, most distinctive fea- 
ture of Charleston’s topography. He was Collector of the Port 
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of Charleston®. m. (1), in 1814, Rebecca Pinckney Elliott, 
who d. in 1822. He married (2) Sabina Elliott Ramsay 
1794-185—) by whom he had no issue. 

Issue by ist wife: 

i. Charles? 

: ii. Frances (1820-1876?), unm. 

iii. Henry Laurens Pinckney, Died Sept. 18, 1902, at his home 
“Churchill” near Stateburg, S. C. in his 83rd year. He 
attended the College of Charleston. The first commence- 
ment following the reorganization was celebrated on Febru 
ary 25, 1840....Thesalutatory was delivered by the Mayor’s 
son, Henry Laurens Pinckney, Jr., who was pronounced to 
be “‘a facsimile of his sire, in name, look, manner, voice 
and gesture.” (page 98) (A history of the College of Charles- 
ton, by J. H. Easterby.) m. (1), in 1848, Mary Ann Spann; 
m. (2). in 1861, Harriet Lee Post. 

Issue by 1st wife, order not known. 

i. Henry Laurens, b. in 1850; d. in 1912 unm.; bur. in St. 
Philip’s ch. yd. 

iil. James S. 

iii. Nathaniel Ramsay (1855-1893). 

iv. Matthew S. and Charles Elliott} twins? 

v. Mary, married and had issue. 

vi. Margaret, married and had issue. 

Henry Laurens Pinckney and his 2d wife, Harriet Lee Post, 
had issue: . 

vii. Harriet, married Matthew Moore and had eleven children. 

viii. Charles, m. Mary Murray Bradley and had one daughter, 

Emma B. Pinckney, living in Conway, S. C., unm. 

There are no male Pinckney descendants of Gov. Charles Pinck- 
ney now living. 

There are many descendants of William Pinckney (1704-1766) 
of the name of Pinckney, living in Colleton and Beaufort County, 
but accurate information is lacking. There are some details 
among the Pinckney notes, collected by the compiler of the above, 
in the South Carolina Historical Society. 





6 Dict. American Biography. 
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Contributed by Maset L. WEBBER 
Copied by Exizapetu H. JERVEY 


(Continued from October, 1937) 
DECEMBER 1773 


.113 House Expences D." To Francis*® Morelli £ 


for a cheese 16} Ib @ 5/ 


Sundry D.t To Handicraft Slaves £ 


So much earned by them 
.142 Shop _ for Linseed oyl £ 10.10. 
.113 House Expences 8. 2.6 
.140 Bonds and Notes William 

Wayne’s order on Shirley & 

Price 36.13.9) 
.143 William Wayne’s Owne 

Note of hand a a 


4. 1.3 


74. 8.3 


142 Sundries D.* #£To Shop £ 463. 5 


for so much sold this month viz 
.154 Bouquet Peter 15‘ to a poplar bedstead Collourd 
.109 Bonnetheau Peter 15“ to a breakfast table £14 
24% a slab table £24 

.169 Broughton Nath® 15 to a Cedar Coffin for a 
child of his son in law 

.170 Corbett 24» to a china shelf for a chimney 
piece 

.166 Frier John 24 to mending a tea table new lock &ca 
30 / to mending a Card table 20. 

.170 Hopton William 24* to 165 feet of mah® plank a 
4/p ft deliv? to M* Clements 

.162 Lesterjette Lewis 14* to altering the pullies in 
the bed larths 

93. Lockwood Joshua 20 to mending a show Glass 
20 / to a New bottom to d° 30 

91 Legear Peter 224 to mending 3 mahogany Chairs 
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6.10 
38. 

2.10 
10. 

2.10 
33. 


i 


2.10 
1.15 
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.169 Morelli Francisco 2¢ to a pair 
mahogany Card tables Lined £ 40. 
7. to a half draw 32. 72. 


.168 Milligen Doctor 24 to a mahogany Case for 


Bottles &ca 12. 
.74 Scotto Tho.* 7" to a Sett of bed larths and a 

Mah. °frett Dentall Cornish iS. 
47 Sanders William 7 to mending 2 chairs and a fire 

screen Stand  F 
.103 Smith John 14* to mending a Mahogany Chair .10 


.170 Syme John Doctor 15* to a Cedar Coffin with a 
plate atop for his brother 


Andrew £ 20. 
to a new hat for his 
son 4, 24. 


35 Shubrick Tho.’ 15 to a new pillar to a tea table 2.5 
.128 Sommers Humphry 20 to 2 new Casters on an 

Easy Chair 15. 
.171 Stevenson Peter 27 to mending a Mahogany 

desk 2 new handles 





&ca £ 2.10 
to 2 mah.° dining 
tables 33 feet 32. 
to a pembrook tea 
table 16. 50.10 


Thomson William Col.° 14% to 


3 mah.° dining tables £ 50. 
One dozen of plain mah.° 

chairs hare bottoms 85. 

One dressing draws a2. 

One tea table a2. 


2 Bottle Bords 25/ One 
large tea Bord 45/ 3.10 172.10 
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44 Valton Peter 24 to a new pillar to a tea table 45/ 











14* to 2 large Mah.° trays £8 10.5 
.97 Waring Thomas 14* to making a large draw toa 
Mah.° chest &ca 4. 
.83 Young Francis 7 to mending a Swinging glass 
frame & stand a. 
142 
.141 Cash D.* To Sundries £ 848.16 
so much received viz 
.108 To Benjamin Baker 2¢ in full 15.19.6 
.142 To Shop for turning 22.7.6 
1 Mahogany Table 14. 
Work 42. 
Stuff 6. 
a Chair 42. 
Sundry Debts 4.5 100.12.6 
.42 To two Tenements in Broad Street for lq™ Rent 
of J. Blott 82.10 
80 To John Beal 9* in full 2. 
82 To Samuel Cordes 9* in full 10. 
48 To Stephen Bull 10* in full 86. 
32 ToHenry Pendleton 10% on Account 14.14 
.162 To Lewis Lestarjette 10 on Account 20. 
.123 To Thomas Hayward 15 52.10 
.134 George Roupell 18% 18. 
.134 To Sarah Swallow 1.10 
.29 To John Gillard 250. 
.130 To Alexander Chovin on Account 104. 
.143 To Handicraft Slaves for part Cypha’s Wages 61. 
of W Wayne 10. 71. 
.154 To John Chirington 24 on Account 10. 
Sundries D." To Cash £ 780.13.4 
.142 Shop To John Ralph 35. 
To a Cedar post So. 1.3 


To John Love in full 44.10. 88. 





11.3 
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.113 House Expences To John 


39 


16.3 


19 


nv 
nv ov 


.6.10 
.16.4 


15 


Potter 38. 
To Hercules 
Agnus 14.15 
To David 
Bruce p 
a Hat 6.10 
To Corn 
and Seed ie 
To James 
Love 4.15 
To George 
Cook 16.10 
To Sundry 44. 6.3 129. 
47 William Sanders 21* in full 43. 
Carried Forward £ 262. 
Sundries D.* To Cash Brought forward £ 262. 
.56 Profit and Loss gave away 30. 
.140 Bonds and Notes omitted in June last for Abram 
Maddox’s Bond 50. 
.61 House in Queen Street To Benjamin Baker 438 
.140 Peter Legear D.* To Bonds and Notes 121 
91 for to concel a wrong Entry made 11 Oc- 
tober last. 
.140 Bonds and Notes D.' To Profit and Loss & 5.6: 
.56 forso much more receiv! than the Bonds or Notes 
amounted to viz 
on £160. Note of John 
Kelly & S. 
on d.° of Peter 
Legears . 6.11 9.6. 
.56 Profit and Loss D.* To Bonds and Notes 15. 
.140 for so much less received or Credited on Rich? 
Waring’s Bond of © 178. 
.172 Bonds and Notes new Account D.? To Old Ac- 
count £16369. 


.140 for the following Bonds and Notes now on hand viz 


12.8 
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Bonds 

Marlow & Pendergrass 700. 

Fisher Drummond & C.° 300. 

Jacob Valk with Timrod 500. 

Benj." Baker 100. 

Adam Cusack 144. 

William Patterson 550. 

Cornelius Dues 86. 
Brown and Cannon 300. 

Edward Davis 450. 

Plowden Weston 700. 

Benjamin Lewis 157. 

Samuel Hopkins 2326. 
Henry Talberts 550. | 
James Johnston 142.13.4 | 
Rachael Allison &E Dunnom 60. 
Robert Cochran 2847. 

W- Shepherd & Clay Snipes 500. 

D.* Lewis Mottette 2175. 

Capt. W Lyford 114. 

M°Gilvera 20. 

Dan.! Harper 300. 

Sam.! Cardy 93.16 

Abram Maddox 50. 

£13165. 9.4 


Notes and Orders 


On Blakely & White 100. 

Jn.° How a. 79 
W.” Naylor 48. 

W. Cattle Esq." 245.10 
Jn.° S— 26. 
Geo. Cohen 48. 
Brian Cape 200... .5 
J. Barton 16.5 

S. Gruber a3. 

A. Rowlain 23.15 


A. Pierce 10. 

















THE THOMAS ELFE ACCOUNT BOOK 41 





Jn.° Liston 34. 

T. Coker 13.12.6 

Tho,* Liston 7. Sif 

Edw.* Shrewsbury 50. 

Peter Walton 15.15 

Dav.? Oliphant 182. 

Geo. Capers 39.9 

Benj." Cattle 84.9 

— Burrows 500. 

Jacob Valk 550. 

Kennedy & Shepperd 810. 

F. Hutchinson 100. 

W- Wayne on Shirley & C° 36.13.9 

dillb.* own Note 19.2 
3204. 3.4 
13165. 9.4 16369.12.8 
new old 
173 Cash——  D.'To Cash — £ 644. 3.1 
Account Account 

.141 for the Ballance on hand transferr’d to new year 
.92 Interest Account D.' To Profit & Loss £ 848. 2.10 
.56 for so much gain on Interest Account 
.56 Profit & Loss D.* To House Expences £ 3353. 2.6 


113. for Expences this year 
(To be continued) 








MARRIAGE AND DEATH NOTICES FROM THE GAZETTE 
AND DAILY ADVERTISER OF CHARLESTON, S. C. 


Contributed by EL1zABETH H. JERVEY 


(Continued from October, 1937) 


The Friends and Acquaintances of Peter Freneau, Esq. are 
requested to attend his Funeral, from his late Dwelling-House, 
in George-Street, This Afternoon, at 3 o’clock. (Wednesday 
November, 10, 1813.) 

Died, on the 9th inst. at his residence in George-st Peter Freneau 
Esq. aged 57 years... Nor was he less respected in a public, 
than beloved in a private capacity. Endued by nature with a 
clear and vigorous understanding; his mind was enriched by con- 
tinual cultivation. Repeatedly honored by the confidence of this 
state, his exertions were unremittedly directed to its improvement 
and prosperity. The friends of republicanism will recollect in 
him the able and inflexible Editor of a paper, which disclosed its 


true principles and very highly advanced its progress... . His 
political colleagues will speak with gratitude of the uniform assist- 
ance he afforded their exertions while in the Legislature . . . [long 


eulogy.] Asa mark of respect for the memory of Peter Freneau, 
Esq. formerly and for many years Editor of this Gazette, our paper 
this day appears in mourning. (Thursday November 11,1813.) 

The Members of the St. Andrews and South Carolina Societies, 
and the Friends and Acquaintances of the late Mr. James Wilson, 
son of Doctor Robert Wilson, senior, are invited to attend his 
Funeral This Morning, at 11 o’clock, from the House of Morton 
Waring, sen. Esq. Tradd-street. (Monday, November 14, 1813.) 

Died, on the 7th of September last, at his residence in Tradd- 
street Doctor George Carter, in the 76th year of his age. 
This gentleman was a native of Ireland, and had adopted this 
country as his own. In the year 1776, he came to this City, and 
practised as a Physician and Surgeon with great success. In the 
year 1778, he was apointed Director General of the Military 
Hospitals of the State of South-Carolina, which different stations 
he filled with the strictest integrity to the public service, and honor 
to himself... . (Friday November 16, 1813.) 
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Died, on Thursday last, after a painful illness of twelve weeks, 
which he bore with christian fortitude, Mr. John Kelly, for many 
years past a Branch Pilot of this city, aged 35 years and 6 months; 
he was a native of Wexford, in Ireland. He has left an affectionate 
wife and three small children to deplore his irreparable loss. 
(Wednesday November 17, 1813.) 

Married, on the 15th ult. at Newark, (State of New Jersey) 
Captain James Hamilton, of the 18th Regt. United States Infantry, 
to Miss Elizabeth M. Heyward, both of this city. (Wednesday 
December 1, 1813.) 

The Friends and Acquaintances of the deceased Mr. M’Millan 
Campbell, are invited to attend his Funeral Tomorrow Afternoon, 
at 4 o’clock, from his late residence, No. 218, East-Bay. (Saturday 
December 4, 1813.) 

Died on the 29th ult. in the forty-fifth year of his age, after a 
short illness, Mr. Andrew Anthony Charles Lechais, a native of 
the river Doree, in the parish of Marmelade, in the island of St. 
Domingo, and for the last twenty years a resident of this city. 

Mr. Leshais was one of a number of the inhabitants of St. 
Domingo, who escaped from the ruffian violence of the brigands 
of that devoted Island. After passing through many of the most 
horrible scenes which were there witnessed, he had the fortune 
(after being stripped, on his way hither, by the British privateers- 
men, of the little remnent of property which he had saved from the 
general wreck) to save his life, and not without great difficulty 
effected his escape to this country; where after a considerable lapse 
of time, he learnt that an aged mother and a sister had likewise 
fled from the hands of the assassins, and were at the Northward. 
He afterwards brought them to this place, since which period they 
have known no other protector than him, of whose filial and 
fraternal affection and support, death has now deprived them. 
Although a stranger to our habits and language, he soon qualified 
himself for the various avocations of industry; and after filling 
with credit to himself and satisfaction to his employers, a station 
in a respectable mercantile house in this city, and an office in the 
Bank of South Carolina, he entered, in 1799, into the Charleston 
Post-Office, as Assistant Post-Master, where he remained untii his 
decease, a period of nearly 15 years. ... (Monday, December 6, 
1813.) 
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The friends and acquaintances of Miss Maria Lee, are invited to 
attend her funeral from her Mother’s residence, No. 43 Broad- 
street, This Forenoon at 11 0’clock. (Wednesday, December 8, 
1813.) 

There is a melancholy gratification in contemplating the loss of 
a departed friend, . . . It is under this impression that a friend feels 
it his duty to record the sudden death of Miss Ann Maria Lee, 
youngest daughter of Stephen Lee, Esq. deceased, on the 6th 
instant, in the bloom and vigour of health, in the 25th year of 
her age... . (Saturday December 11, 1813.) 

Departed this life, on Monday last, in the 20th year of his age, 
Mr. James Armstrong Spierin, son the late Rev. George Heartwell 
Spierin. ... 

An affectionate sister feels deeply the bereavement, and numer- 
ous friends regret his early exit. During a long and painful illness 
of five months, he evinced a patience and resignation not to be 
expected in so young a man. (Monday December 13, 1813.) 

Married, on Tuesday evening last, by the Rev. Mr. Powers,. 
the Rev. John S. Capers, of Sumter District, to Miss Martha E, 
White, of Christ Church Parish. 

The Friends Acquaintances and Congregation of the Rev. 
Dr. Keith are invited to attend his Funeral, from his residence, 
Tradd street, This Morning, at 10 o’clock. The Clergy and 
Members of the Bible Society are also invited. (Thursday, 
December 16, 1813.) 

Departed this life, on Tuesday evening last, after an illness of 
a few hours, the Rev. Dr. Isaac S. Keith, one of the Pastors of the 
Independent or Congregational Church in this city. In his val- 
uable life, all the graces that adorn the Christian character shone 
with united and peculiar lustre. . . . the respect and affection borne 
towards him by his brethren in the Ministry, of every denomina- 
tion, testify his worth with infinitely more effect, than the pen of 
the most ready writer. His desolate, drooping widow has this 
strong consolation left her, that she stands not alone the child of 
sorrow on this occasion. ... 

Married, on the 11th inst. in St. Andrews Parish, by the Rev. 
Dr. Warren, Mr. William P. Hamlin, of Christ Church Parish, 
to the amiable Miss Elizabeth Burness. (Monday, December 20, 
1813.) 

Departed this life, on Sunday night, the 12th inst. in the 30th 























MARRIAGE AND DEATH NOTICES 45 


year of her age, Mrs. Susan Mason Cox, consort of Thomas Camp- 
bell Cox, Editor of ‘“‘The Times.” By the death of this lady, 
Society has lost a valuable member: her two young Children, at a 
time when they most required a supporter and instructor, have lost 
their guide and support; and a blank is left in the existence of an 
affectionate husband... . (Tuesday December 21, 1813.) 

The Friends and Acquaintances of the late Richard H. Peyton, 
Esq. are invited to attend his Funeral, This Afternoon, at half 
past 2 o’clock, from his residence, No. 18 Magazine-street. 

The Gentlemen of the Bar are particularly requested to attend. 
(Thursday, December 23, 1813.) 

Married, last Monday evening, by the Rev. Mr. Powers, Mr. 
James Carr to Mrs. Mary Simons, widow of the late Robert 
Simons, Esq. deceased. (Friday, January 7, 1814.) 

The Friends and Acquaintances of Mr. Joseph Kelly, are re- 
quested to attend the Funeral of Miss Ruth L. Hodgson, at half 
past four o’clock, This Afternoon, at No. 63, Market-street. 
(Monday, January 10, 1814.) 

Died, very suddenly, at the house of Edward Ellis, in Fayetteville 
(N. C.) on the 17th Dec. Mr. John Dyson, from Saluda river, 
South Carolina. As the deceased has left a considerable sum of 
money and the horse he rode, the printers in Charleston and Co- 
lumbia, S. C. will republish this obituary, for the information of 
his friends. (Tuesday January 11, 1814.) 

The friends and acquaintances of General Theodorus Bailey, 
Post-Master of New-York, as well as any inhabitants of that City, 
who may be in Charleston, are requested to attend the funeral of 
his Son, Mr. William Bailey, from the house of Mrs. Munro, 
Church-street, at 11 o’clock this forenoon. (Wednesday, January 
12, 1814.) 

(To be continued) 








JOURNAL OF GENERAL PETER HORRY 
Edited by A. S. SALLEY 


(Continued from the October issue) 


Monday—'Rode out & discovered that a Sea Turtle had crawled 
up the beach & deposited its Egs but before we Could come up 
the hogs had Eat all the Eggs.— 


[9] 

Sent & Got 3 Studs to fix in a Second Room to Support a foot 
board to a bed therein, Sent M**. Trapier a Parcell of Water Mel- 
lions, also M'*. Thompson—Last Evening Mr’. Lessesnes Cattle 
arrived from Waccamaw—ab*. 30 head & appeared in Good Order & 
this Evening he will Kill a Beef from his Pen on the Bason for the 
first time, this Year—* M'*. Lessesne & Thompson Sent me a 
Messuage that they will shortly Visit me. w®. Joseph Lessesne 
Jun". a Boy I Brought home this Morning a Load of fire wood— 
Susie is to feed the Hogs only at Night, to Cause them to Come 
home from the Woods & Marshes, where in the day they must 
find their own Sustenance She also feeds Ducks & fowls as she 
finds necessary—My Part is to See the Dog & Catts fed from my 
own Table twice a Day—Billy Says the dog also is fed by him from 
his own Allowance I now have a prospect of much better Living & 
to see my Domestic Annimals in Good Condition— 

Tuesday, Rose very Early & drove to the S°. Side of the Island— 
Saw Malitia Souldiers Encampment Near the Light House abt. 
160 in Numbers, Spoke w". Cap‘ Hill & Gasqua & Visited M*. 
Martin, Saw there Windham Trapier & the Widow Wragg* & 


1 July 20, 1812. 

2 The summer residents on North Island had by that time doubtless had a 
surfeit of sea foods and welcomed fresh beef, which, while easily obtained on the 
plantations, was not so easily procured on a summer resort island. 

3 Widow of Joseph Wragg (1754-1808). Her maiden name was Eleanor 
Mouzon. She was married to Joseph Wragg, at Georgetown, Thursday, 
October 23, 1783. (This Magazine, Volume XVIII, 143). Her youngest 
son was Erasmus (This Magazine XIX, table facing 121). 
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her Youngest Son dined w*. them & ab‘. dark Got home & went to 
bed 

Wednesday. My Cook Susie played me a Trick; for yesterday she 
did not go for beef. & Rachael sent for no Switches tho’ she Knew 
none was here & that it was her duty to Say as Soon as she Got 
here, there was no switches Switches—So I Could punish Neither of 
these Wenches—Words they Got, but words, from me to them 
without Switching are of no Avail—I Look hourly this fornoon for 
my boats Arriv! from G. Town & Dover‘—Got two Letters from 
my factors w". Sales of 16 Bar*® Rice at 23 $ P C*. I answered 
these Letters & Requested no further Sales without my Permis- 
sion—this afternoon my boat Arrived w®. Sundries & Letters from 
M's. Davis & my Overseer, he has Given a Substitute Souldier to 
Cap’. Gasqua® so he Remains on my Plantation—I Count myself 
fortunate if M's. Gasqu do Come & Stay with me all the Summer 
Season—it will Induce not only her husband to be w". us frequently, 
but also Gasquas brother Officers, particularly if Madam is of a 
Fecacious & agreeable turn of Mind—my Small boat also was 
brought me in Good Order so my fisherman Scipio fixed my hooks 
& Lines, ready Catching of Fish tomorrow. Rode out this Eve- 
ning & brought to my Kitchen Door, a full Load of Dry wood. have 
now Enough to Last Several days.— 

Thursday..6 Road out this morning but no marks of Sea Turtles 
Crawling out from the Sea—tho’ the Tide was very full & the 
moon near so—Saw about 20 head of Lessesnes Cattle Lying on the 
beach they are Small but appeared fat—my boat went out to 
fish. & I Got my Sow & pigs which were missing for two days. 
about 1 OClock A.M. John Cheesborough & John Murrell’ Visited 
me & Sot about an hour & went of. I shewed a spare Room & 


4 Dover was his plantation on Winyah Bay. 

5 Gasque. 

6 July 24, 1812. 

7 Morrall. John Morrall settled on Waccamaw Neck about 1750. His son 
Daniel was conspicuous in the Revolution. This John was probably a son or 
grandson. An inlet above Georgetown took its name from the family. The 
autographs of the earliest of the name on Waccamaw Neck all show that they 
spelled their name Morrall. The early plats of their lands and of other lands 
adjoining the inlet spell it Morrall’s Inlet. Modern map makers have been 
spelling the inlet name Murrell’s. The United States Board of Geographical 
Names has changed it back to Morrall’s. 
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bed for any friend who wished to tarry all Night, they both Said 
the would Offer & Soon would Come & tarry with me all Night, 
Tide very Low, no boat can come up the Bason with fish time 
Enough for Dinner. I must arrange this matter better—myself 
however Eats Little or no fish Except Oyster Clams & stone Crabs 
& Turpins w°. makes a Good stew, or broth & their Eaggs are 
mighty Good Eating—a Clear day, wind at S°. East very hot. 
desired my hogs may in future be drove towards the Horse Land- 
ing instead of the Inlet, & that my Troughts may always have 
water for Poultry, hogs &c*. c*\—The sun & Sand Causes Great 
Thirst without fresh water Plenty Given these; They would 
Greatly suffer if not absolutely die—& here the Loss would be 
Irreparable—Saw Trapier, J: M: Taylor, Toomer & Cheesborough, 
& the Thomases. this after noon a Brig Seen in Chace of a Schooner, 
Night Came & they disappeared— 

Friday—Boat men went Early to fish, having Clams, therefore 
only Shrimps wanting. hogs, Mules & Cow daily in the Morning 
drove the S°. Side of the Bason, & in the Evening drove back 
Again. Trapier Sent me 6 news papers (the Courier of Ch*:ton) 
I wrote to M*™* Davis & Sent her Some writing Paper—wrote to 
my Overseer to Send me, Rice Tailings for Poultry here w’. 
would Save Corn—Read Papers 13 July to 18 July 1812— 
Saturday, Sent up my boat to Dover & Brown Town, Gave Pas- 
sages to M**. Cogdells Sampson & Jamie, Sent Paper to M"™. 
Davis also Seewee beans & 16 fish The Cat fish Gave to 
Scipio, Major Murray Gave me a plate of Shrimps w° I Eat at 
Breakfast & he said Miss Shields was come, & that Tuesday next 
Mrs. Murray & Miss Delesseline® he would bring down to his 
House. Polly is very Poorly at G. Towu—I hope Sea Air will 
Soon Restore her. I pitty her Oppressed as she is—only a hus- 
band can Cure all her Complaints—then she may Say Give me 
Children or I die—Boat carried up Conks & Sea Mud & went off 
about 9 OClock A.M. w*. 3 Oarsmen. & 2 Sails—& was soon out of 
Sight, Tide favourable Got 93!" Beef this morning of M'. Lessesne— 
Major Wragg® Visited me this morning, he is a very agreeable 
Gentleman & was always a favoright of mine, many years ago at 
Cambridge Colledge near Boston he shew4—my M"*. Horry & my- 


8 Deliesseline. 
9 Major Samuel Wragg (1770-1844). 
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self Great & Particular attention, Introduced into Several 
Colledge Rooms & Library Room & Shewed us Several Valuable 
Pictures belonging to the Colledge, had our Carriage & Horses 
taken Care of, & in Short was very Oblidging to us in all Respects— 
Several Young Carolinians’ Visited us at our Lodgings in Boston 
& dined with us at Different times in Cornhill M™. Greens boarding 
House—Wragg in particular drew the attention of about a Dozen 
Boston young Ladies they said this to me. Col® Horry we have 
been in Company w’*. all the young Carolinians Students of Cam- 
bridge Colledge even your Relations the Trapiers—Excuse us when 
we say—M". Wragg—far Excells them all, we are more than half 
in Love with him, so Smiling, handsome & agreeable in his Man- 
ners & Conversations, Sir—we believe in Carolina you have but few 
such as he is, Possessing so sweet, & Mild Manners—We fear 
none of us Boston Girls will be fortunate Enough to Gain his heart" 
(Note) I know of no Carolinians that Married in Massachusetts.” 
(To be continued) 


10 South Carolinians. 

11 He married Mary Ashby I’On (This Magazine, XIX, 123.) 

12 One of the most distinguished of South Carolinians, Washington Allston, 
married two ladies of Boston. 





THE GRANDFATHER OF JOHN C. CALHOUN 
By A. S. SALLEY 


In the April and July, 1906, issues (Nos. 2 and 3, Volume VII) 
of this Magazine the writer published a genealogy of the Calhoun 
family of South Carolina, descended from William, Ezekiel and 
Patrick Calhoun, who, with their mother, Mrs. Catherine Cal- 
houn; their brother, James Calhoun, and their widowed sister, 
Mrs. John Noble, arrived in South Carolina from Augusta County, 
Virginia, in February, 1756, and settled on Long Canes Creek, in 
what subsequently (in 1768) became Ninety Six District and later 
(in 1798) Abbeville District, on land ceded to the province of 
South Carolina by the Cherokee Indians the preceding year. 

Although several earlier writers had stated that the husband of 
Mrs. Calhoun and the father of her five children was named James; 
that the family had first settled in Pennsylvania; had later removed 
to Virginia and then to South Carolina, this writer was not able 
to find any record of the name of the husband and father, or any 
record of the family having lived in Pennsylvania before settling 
in Virginia, so he avoided any reference to the uncertain claims 
theretofore presented and unsupported by any references to records. 
Time has vindicated the writer’s judgment in ignoring those 
unsupported claims. During the latter part of 1936, Mr. George 
T. Edson, of Beatrice, Nebraska, editor of The Stewart Clan 
Magazine, discovered in the probate court records of Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, records of administration on the estate of 
one Patrick Calhoun which show that he was the husband of Mrs. 
Catherine and the father of her four sons who figured in Augusta 
County, Virginia, from 1746 to 1756. The inventory was made in 
1741 by James Small and John Williams and presented in 1743 to 
the probate Court of Lancaster County. His plantation and crops 
in the ground were valued at £100; four horses, a goat, six cows, 
five young cattle, nineteen sheep, swine, wagon, gears, plows, 
irons, tools, and household goods were valued at £52. 5s, making 
a total of £152. 5s. The widow, Catherine, renounced the right 
of administration in favor of Ezekiel and William Calhoun. A 
bond of £200. for the administrators, signed by Ezekiel Calhoun, 
William Calhoun, John Noble and James Mitchell, all of Lancaster 
County, was accepted by the court May 4, 1743, and settlement 
was made by May 4, 1744. 
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